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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s unpErstoop that Mr. Justice Fry will undertake 
Vice-Chancellor Malins’ chamber work, on and after 
Tuesday next, until the Vice-Chancellor is able to 
Tesume his attendance or other provision is made. We 
believe that arrangements are in progress for temporarily 
supplying the place of the Vice-Chancellor on the bench, 





and it is anticipatid that Lord Just’c2 Cotton will, for 
the present, uadertake this duty. 





ConsIDERABLE EXCITEMENT has been occasioned in com- 
mercial circles by the decision of the Master of Rolls in 
the case of Sykes v. Beadon (noted last week, p. 299), 
where the question arose whether a ‘‘ trust” formed 
for the purpose of obtaining subscriptions from the 
public, investing the same in Government and railway 
stocks, and applying the interest on the investments 
and drawings of the loans in payment of the coupons of 
subscribers, in re-investment in other stocks, and ultimate 
division amongst the subscribers, was an illegal partner- 
ship under the Companies Act, s. 4,as consisting of more 
than twenty persons, and formed for the purpose of gain. 
The learned judge held that it was illegal, and, moreover, 
intimated an opinion that as certain benefits were to be 
given to subscribers whose names were to be drawn by lot, 
the association was also illegal under the Lottery Acts. 
Five years ago (18 Sonicrrors’ Journat, 527), when these 
“trusts” were in the full tide of popularity, we took 
occasion to draw attention to the question which the 
Master of the Rolls has now decided, and indicated 
the danger which existed of their being held to be 
unlawful associations under section 4 of the Companies 
Act. It is difficult to see how it could be successfully 
contended that they are not associations having for their 
object “the acquisition of gain” by the individual 
members of the association, and although we postpone 
the discussion of the question until we have before us a 
report cf the judgment of the Master of the Rolls, we 
cannot profess to feel much doubt that on the first point, 
at all events, his decision is right. 





Ir a>pPears from the statement made by the Lord 
Chancelor on Tuesday evening that the Government 
Bill for extending the jurisdiction of county courts 
extends the jurisdiction of these courts to £200, and 
gives power for a plaintiff to commence an action in the 
county court for a larger amount, with an “ absolute 
right” on the part of the defendant to remove the case 
to a higher court if he desires to do so. If this is all, the 
profession need not trouble themselves greatly about the 
matter. Simple debt-collecting cases within the ex- 
tended limit will probably be brought in the county 
court, :o the advantage of every one concerned, but as 
regards cases of a more difficult character the result of 
the grat of power to voluntarily resort to the county 
court vill probably resemble the result of the grant to 
these courts of a voluntary equitable jurisdiction up to 
a larger amount, as to which it appears, according to the 
latest statistics, that there were in all the courts in 1877 
only 613 equitable proceedings, as against 655 in 1876. 
There is littie reason to suppose that the result of the 
passing of the measure will be any very great increase 
of business. The vast majority of the cases which 
come before the county court are, and will be, claims 
for sums far below even the old limit. Ac- 
cording to the last judicial statistics the average 
amount for each plaint entered was £3 4s. 11d., and 
according to a return obtained by Mr. Norwood in 1876 
it appeared that in 1875 out of 894,000 plaints, upwards 
of 877,000 were for sums under £20. It is tolerably safe 
to predict that any attempt to alter the character of 
the business from that for which county courts were 
originally established will prove a failure unless accom- 
panied with some provision as to costs making resort to 
the county court compulsory. We gather from the 
Lord Chancellor’s speech that the defendant's power of 
removal in cases above £200 is not to be clogged with 
any provision as to security for costs. 





We prin elsewhere the new Government Bill for 
more effectually providing for the prosecution of offences 
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in England, which deserves the careful attention of the 
profession. It is proposed to appoint an officer to be 
called the Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, whose duty 
it is to be to undertake, under the superintendence of the 
Attorney-General, such criminal proceedings as may be 
prescribed by regulations under the Act or directed by 
the Attorney-General. The Solicitor for Public Prosecu- 
tions is to have an office, with such assistants, officers, 
clerks, &c., as may seem necessary for the proper 
execution of his duties, such assistants, &c., being 
appointed by the Attorney-General with the approval of 
a Secretary of State; and when the Solicitor for Public 
Prosecutions gives notice to any justice or coroner that 
he has undertaken or is carrying on any criminal proceed- 
ing, such justice or coroner is to be bound to transmit 
to the solicitor all recognizances, informations, deposi- 
tions, &c. Now, the point which ought to be cleared up 
is whether this is intended simply as a substitute for the 
action of the Treasury Solicitor in Government prosecu- 
tions, or whether it is intended to abolish or restrict the 
operation of the agency system, and conduct the whole 
or a considerable part of the Government prosecutions 
throughout the country by this office. We can hardly 
believe that the latter course is in contemplation, for the 
result of its adoption would certainly be that the work 
could neither be so well nor so cheaply done as it is at 
present by means of local agents. But it is desirable 
that some explanation should be given on the subject, 
and perhaps it may be given on the second reading, 
which is fixed for Thursday evening, too late for our 
i npression. 





Amoncst THE NUMEROUS Bitts which have been an- 
nounced for the present session, and which if passed 
into law will make the Statute Book of 1879 the most 
bulky within living memory, it is somewhat strang2 that 
a Bill to continue the Ballot Act, 1872, finds no place. 
That Act, by the 33rd section, ‘‘ shall continue in force 
till the 3lst of December, 1880, and no longer, unless 
Parliament shall otherwise determine.” It seems to be 
important that the question of the renewal of the Act 
should be discussed along with Corrupt Practices and 
Parliamentary Elections, upon which subjects we observe 
a Billis announced. Both the Corrupt Practices Act, 
1854, “so far as it is not repealed,” and the Farlia- 
mentary Elections Petitions Act, 1868, are temporary 
Acts only, having been continued by successive Expiring 
Laws Continuance Acts, and lastly by the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Act, 1878 (41 & 63 Vict. c. 70), 
until the 3lst of December, 1879. Unless the Ballot 
Act be continued, some thirty-three enactments repealed 
by the schedule to that Act ‘‘ revive,” and if the Ballot 
Act be not amended, the confusions arising from the 
conflicting decisions in England and Scotland upon its 
construction and otherwise, as pointed out by the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons in 1876, must 
inevitably increase. That committee, it will be remem- 
bered, emphatically recommended that a “ short amend- 
ing Act be passed at once.” To postpone the considera- 
tion of the question till the eve of a general election 
would be obviously undesirable, 





Tux nevoxt of the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Society affords us a little glimpse into the history of the 
perplexing proviso at the end of the 6th section of the new 
Bills of Sale Act: ‘‘ Provided, that nothing in this section 
shall extend to any mortgage of any estate or any interest 
in any land, tenement, or hereditament which the mortga- 
gee, being in possession, shall have demised to the mort- 
gagor as his tenant at a fair and reasonable rent,” It 
appears that the committee of the Manchester Society 
(the putative fathers of a considerable part of the 
Bill) did not desire that an attornment clause at a 
fair rack rent should require registration, and made re- 
presentations to this effect while the Bill was in progress ; 
but the zeal of the learned law lords for registration 








would not allow them to assent to the concession, and they 
would agree only to provide for the case of a mo 

who has entered into possession because of his mortgagor's 
inability to pay, benevolently letting the mort; 
premises to the impecunious mortgagor. Such distin. 
guished benevolence may occur in the exalted circles in 
which law lords move, but it is not common in lower 
ranks of life; and the only result of the introduction of 
the proviso has been to perplex a profession who are 
accustomed to consider legislation as dictated by com. 
mon sense and aimed at some state of circumstances 
reasonably likely to occur. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Tue repeated introductions and withdrawals of Bank- 
ruptcy Bills have produced in the profession a paramount 
desire that the question should be settled. Even the 
ingenious suggestion of the ‘‘ Retired Indian Officer,” 
who wrote to the Times to say that we might take a 
leaf out of the book of the Marwarris, and make insolvent 
traders ‘‘ present themselves to the head of the guild” 
and declare their inability to pay their debts, and place 
in his hands a statement of affairs, “confirmed by the 
oath of the Sak, the most sacred of all oaths’; and that 
the debtor should not be able to trade again until he 
had paid every penny he owed—might have a chance of 
success if it promised to settle the matter. Under these 
circumstances it appears probable that the proposals of 
the Lord Chancellor will meet with less opposition from 
legal critics than might otherwise have been the case, 
and the Chambers of Commerce will have some difficulty, 
in face of the memorial from the bankers, in alleging 
that the feeling of the mercantile world is adverse to the 
new scheme. We may, therefore, anticipate that the 
present session will see the law of bankruptcy settled on 
the lines of the Lord Chancellor’s Bill, and it is worth 
while at once to indicate what those lines are, reserving 
detailed criticism till a future occasion, when the Bill 
has appeared in print. 

From the Lord Chancellor’s speech we gather that the 
Government still adhere to the scheme of a pro- 
visional order of adjudication, reserving the possibility 
of being absolutely adjudicated a bankrupt, and gazetted, 
asa “stigma” and “odium,” only to be inflicted in 
unsatisfactory cases. It appears, also, that the general 
course of administration under this order formerly pro- 
posed is to be retained, but no reference was made by 
the Lord Chancellor to the preliminary meeting of 
creditors which was provided for in last year’s Bill. 
The first meeting may resolve either (1) to investigate 
further the affairs of the debtor; or (2) that the pro- 
ceedings in the bankruptcy shall be stayed, and the 
estate administered under a deed of arrangement; or 
(3) that adjudication of bankruptcy shall be made. In 
the first case it is to be presumed that the Bill will 
provide, like its predecessors, that an investigation of the 
debtor's affairs shall be made by the committee of 
inspection, and that a second general meeting shall bo 
then summoned by the court, to which the committee of 
inspection will report, and that this meeting may then, 
by resolution, provide either that adjudication of 
bankruptcy may be made, or that the proceedings be 
stayed and the estate administered under a deed of 
arrangement, or that the debtor be discharged. In the 
second case the Bill will probably provide that the deed 
must be assented to by a majority, representing three- 
fourths in value, of the creditors who have proved, and 
also by the committee of inspection, and that no deed 
shall be valid unless the composition amounts to 5s. 
in the pound. In the third case the court will 
make an absolute order of adjudication of bankruptcy 
against the debtor. The provisions as to the discharge 
of the debtor who is adjudicated bankrupt have ap- 
parently been strengthened, and we are glad to observe 
that the very feeble remedy afforded by last year's Bill 
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-for the evils attending the use of proxies has been 
supplemented by a power to the court to determine 
whether proxies shall be admitted or not. Some sort of 
check is also apparently to be imposed on the selection 
py the debtor of the court in which he will present his 
tition. 
PeThe useful proposals of last year’s Bill relating to 
the trustee’s accounts and the funds in his hands have 
peen supplemented by a provision that at the end of a 
ear from the appointment of the trustee he shall be 
obliged to transfer all the funds and property in his 
bands into court, unless under the special circumstances 
of the case the court shall think fit to allow a greater 
length of time. We imagine that this provision 
will go a long way to remedy the present delay in 
winding up the estates of bankrupts. 

But of course the most important novelties connected 
with this year’s Bill are the proposal to create an addi- 
tional judge of the Chancery Division of the High Court, 
who shall devote his main attention to the work of the 
Bankruptcy Court, and the power proposed to be given 
to transfer, at the instance of the parties or the court, 
any case, or any question in a case, from the county court 
to the London Court for decision in the first instance. 
If a judge, “distinguished as a mercantile lawyer,” as 
the memorial tv the Prime Minister expressed it, and also 
firm and energetic in dealing with abuses, is appointed 
for the special purpose of administering the bankrupt 
law, it can hardly be doubted that an important step 
will have been taken towards the satisfactory working 
of the new system. But we must point out once more 
that the Bill, by introducing needless changes in the 
form of procedure, will provide the new judge at the 
commencement of his career with a heavy task in inter- 
preting its provisions. 





IMPEACHMENT OF SETTLED ACCOUNT. 


(Gething v. Keighley, M. R., 27 W. R. 283.) 


Tue Master of the Rolls based his decision in this case 
on a distinction on which, in Williamson v. Barbour 
(27 W. R. 284, note), he had laid considerable stress. 
So long ago as 1740, Lord Hardwicke thus laid down 
the rule as to the cases where an account will be opened 
and where only leave will be given to surcharge and 
falsify. ‘‘ If there are only mistakes or omissions in a 
stated account the party objecting shall be allowed no 
more than to surcharge and falsify ; but if it is apparent 
to the court that there has been fraud and imposition, 
the decision must be that the whole shall be opened ”’ 
(Vernon v. Vaudry, 2 Atk. 119). The doctrine is 
founded on a solid basis of reason, for, as Lord Cotten- 
ham pointed out, if a transaction be proved to be 
fraudulent “there is nothing on which it can stand; 
the transaction itself is void, and no question can 
remain about an account positively settled, or settled so 
far as error may not be proved.” Nevertheless the distinc- 
tion between the two cases was for many years rather 
loosely observed, and in some instances, such as 
Miller v. Craig (6 Beav. 433), where a case of fraud 
seemed to be proved, the court granted only liberty to 
surcharge and falsify. Lord Langdale, in Clarke v. Tip- 
ping (9 Beay. 284), however, in a case where he held that 
the accounts might have been the means of effecting great 
fraud, ordered them to be reopened from the beginning; and 
Lord Cottenham in Allfrey v. Allfrey (1 Mac. & G. 87) 
affirmed the ancient rule, and pointed out that in many 
cases it would be futile to tell a person who has been 
defrauded, “If you can point out an error in the 
account it shall be corrected,” for that is exactly the 
difficulty under which he labours: he is ignorant of the 
transaction, and yet he is called upon to prove and 
substantiate an error. 

A year later Lord Cottenham proceeded to a further 
development of the doctrine, In Coleman v, Mellersh 





(2 Mac. & G. 314) he said, “ There is a. material differ- 
ence in the principle on which the court deals with 
settled accounts with reference to those two kinds of 
decrees, as there undoubtedly is in the effect in working 
them out. A settled account, otherwise unimpeachable, 
in which an error is proved to exist, may be subjected to 
a decree to surcharge and falsify, upon the supposition 
that, one error having been proved, others may be ex- 
pected upon investigation to be discovered; but if the 
relative situation of the parties, or the manner in which 
the settlement took place, or the nature of the error 
proved show that the alleged settlement ought not to be 
considered as an act binding on the party signing, and 
that it would be inequitable for the accounting party to 
take advantage of it, the court is not content with 
enabling that party to surcharge and falsify an account 
which never ought to have been so settled, but directs the 
taking of an open account.” 

Besides the clear enunciation of the distinction above 
referred to, the recent case is useful as showing the 
evidence on which the court will act. Lord Redesdale, 
in Drew v. Porter (1 Sch. & Lef. 192), laid it down that 
the court would not open a settled account “unless 
the evidence which is produced (and that evidence 
founded on charges in the Bill) shows the whole 
transaction to be s0 iniquitous that it ought not 
to be brought forward at all to affect the party 
sought to be bound.” In Williamson v. Barbour 
the Master of the Rolls said that a single fraudu- 
Ient charge between persons occupying a fiduciary 
relation might be sufficient to induce the court to re- 
open accounts long closed; and in the present case he 
held that the proof of a single error of importance in the 
account was sufficient to entitle the applicant to relief; 
but as there was no fraud he gave him only liberty to 
surcharge and falsify. 











Rebiews. 


SETON’S DECREES. 


Forms oF Decrees, JupcMents, AND ORDERS IN THE 
Hiex Courr or Justice anp Covrr or APPEAL, 
HAVING ESPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY Drvist0n, 
with Practican Nores. By the late Sir H. W. 
Seron. Focrrn Epiriox. By R. H. Leacu, Esgq., 
F. G. A. Wituiams, Esq., and the late H. W. May, 
Esq., succeeded by James Easrwicx, Esq. Vol. 2., 
part 1. Stevens & Sons. 

Almost the only thing we see to regret in this new 
volume is the fact that the general index is still post- 
poned. The editors have been compelled to divide Vol. 
2 into two parts, certainly a better course than delay- 
ing the appearance of this portion of the work and 
making the volume too bulky for convenient use. But 
the consequence is that, although the table of contents is 
full and the matter very well arranged, the volume will 
not attain its full usefulness to the practitioner until 
the list of cases in Vol. 2 and the general index have 
appeared. 

We have looked with care into some of the notes 
in this volume, and can speak with great pleasure of 
the accuracy and conscientious labour we have found 
bestowed upon them. The notes, it should be remem-. 
bered, are not intended in any sense as treatises or 
summaries of the authorities. They are really, as the 
editors modestly said in the preface to their first volume, 
** guides and finger posts towards ascertaining the law 
on each subject’’; and, considered as such, it is difficult 
to see how in many respects they could have been better 
done. It may, perhaps, be suggested that here and there 
the leading authority on the particulardoctrine in question 
might have been more clearly indicated; we find it 
occasionally buried in the midst of a string of cases. But 
this is not usually, or even commonly, the case; in 
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general, the course pursued is to take the most recent 
or most important case, and then trace the various 
modifications of the doctrine.. We can hardly speak too 
highly of the industry and intelligence which have 
been bestowed on the preparation of the notes. 

The volume covers the subjects of married women, 
infants, account, administration, partition and sale, 
mortgages, suretyship, partnership, settlement, specific 
performance, specific relief and sales by the court; and 
constitutes an invaluable repertory of information on 
these subjects for the practitioner. We say nothing of 
the forms of decrees, because the names of the registrars 
who have had charge of their preparation and revision 
are sufficient guarantee of their accuracy. 


PARLIAMENTARY AND MUNICIPAL 
REGISTRATION. 


Tue Law or PartiAMEnTary AND Municrpat REGISTRA- 
TION, &c. By ALEXANDER Cuartes Nicottand ArTHoR 
Joun Fraxman, Barristers-at-law. Second edition. 
Knight & Co. 


The main feature in this new edition is, of course, the 
Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act of last 
session. The Act is printed in full in part 4 of the 
book with short occasional explanatory notes. The 
arrangement of the four. parts of the book keeps the 
different subjects distinct, and the tabular arrangement 
adopted by the authors renders the book a very handy 
one for reference. 





Sa 





General Correspondence. 


CROWN WINDFALLS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—A Parliamentary return just issued, in pur- 
suance of the Treasury Solicitor Act, 1876, shows the 
receipts and payments in respect of the ‘‘ Crown’s 
Nominee Account” for the year 1877. It is the first 
return of the kind, and a note of it may not be unin- 
teresting to your readers. 

The balances in hand at the beginning of the year 
were £122,040 11s. 11d. cash, and £44,856 6s. 9d. stock. 
‘Lhe amounts received during the year (1877) were 
£55,536 8s. 7d., and £72,340 11s. 4d. The payments in 
respect of debts due from estates and for costs amounted 
to £41,099 1s. 10d., and on account of grants out of the 
estates to £27,874 13s. 1d. cash, and real property 
valued at £6,516. The amount paid into the Exchequer 
in respect of the Crown’s share was £40,000, leaving a 
balance in hand of £185,899 13s. 8d. ‘ 

I venture to think this return would have been far 
more valuable to the public had it contained—(1) name 
and address of intestate, (2) date of death, and (3) amount 
awaiting claimants. The late Queen’s Proctor, when 
giving evidence before the Legal Departments Commis- 
sion respecting Crown intestates, remarked, ‘‘ The diffi- 
culty is to find out who are the next of kin’’; there- 
fore too much publicity cannot be given to such cases. 

Epwarp Preston 
(Author of “ Unclaimed Money ”’). 





We learn that on Thursday Vice-Chancellor Malins 
was making favourable progress towards recovery. 
_ The Scotsman understands that the Lord Chancellor has 
intimated that during the ensuing sessiou priority in the 
hearing of appeals will be given to the City of Glasgow 
Bank cases appealed from the Court of Session to the House 
of Lords; and he has expressed a wish that, in the cir- 
cumstances, they should all come up in one group for con- 
recutive hearing as speedily as possible. He has also 
suggested that the parties should use all due diligence in the 
preparation of their printed cases. 





Cases of the eek. 


JURISDICTION—INTERPLEADER IssuE—ACTION To Reg- 
STRAIN SALE BY SHERIFF—JuDIcaTURE Act, 1873, s. 24, 
SUB-SECTION 5.—In a case of Wright v. Redgrave, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 17th inst., furniture had on the 
marriage of a husband and wife been vested in a trustee 
for the separate use of the wife. The furniture remained in 
the house occupied by the husband and wife, and it was 
seized by the sheriff under a fi. fa. issued by a judgmen- 
creditor of the husband. The trustee claimed the furniture, 
and the sheriff took out an interpleader summons in the 
Common Pleas Division, on which the usual interpleader 
order was made, providing that, unless the trustee paid a 
specified sum into court, or gave security for it, within four. 
teen days, the sheriff should sell the goods and pay the pro- 
ceeds into court. The trustee failed to pay the money into 
court or give security within the time appointed, and the 
sheriff was about to sell. The wife then commenced an action 
in the Chancery Division against the execution creditor, the 
trustee, the sheriff, and the husband, claiming an injunction 
to restrain the execution creditor and the sheriff from selling. 
Malins, V.C., restrained the sheriff from selling and from 
remaining in possession, The Court of Appeal (James, 
Bramwell, and Brett, L.JJ.) held that, by virtue of sub- 
section 5 of section 24 of the Judicature Act, 1873, there 
was no jurisdiction to make such an order, which, in effect, 
restrained proceedings in another Division of the High Court, 
and they accordingly discharged the order. 


Pracrice—EnTERING APPEAL—OrD. 58, R. 7.—In a case 
of Goodbarne v. Fothergill, before the Court of Appeal on the 
17th inst., the preliminary objection was taken to the appeal 
that it had been entered too late. The notice of appeal was 
given for the 30th of April; the appeal was rot entered till 
June. The appeal was from the order on further considera- 
tion and on a motion to vary the chief clerk’s certificate, by 
which a variation had been made in the certificate. It 
appeared, however, that the respondent had the carriage of 
the order appealed from, and that the appeal had been 
entered almost immediately after the order had been drawn 
up, and this being so, the court (James, Bramwell, and 
Brett, L.JJ.) held that the appeal had been entered in time, 
and overruled the objection. 


Court or BANKRUPTCY—JURISDICTION—FORECLOSURE — 
Banxroprcy Act, 1869, ss. 65, 72.—In a case of Ex parte 
Fletcher, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., 
the question was raised whether the Court of Bankruptcy 
has jurisdiction, on the application of a mortgagee of prop- 
erty of a bankrupt, to make an order of foreclosure against 
the trustee. The case came before the Court of Appeal. in 
July last, when, it appearing that there was a second mort- 
gage of the property, and that the second mortgagee had 
not been served, the court refused to make an order for fore- 
closure, and only ordered that the trustee should deliver 
possession of the property to the first mortgagee. The 
property was leasehold, and the mortgagee was the actual 
lessee, though as between him and the bankrupt he was only 
mortgagee. James, L.J., then (vide L. R, 9 Ch. D. 385, 22 
Soxicirors’ JouRNAL, 818) expressed great doubt whether 
the Court of Bankruptcy had jurisdiction to make an order 
for foreclosure, a thing which he said he believed it ‘had 
never done. But, as it was not necessary then to decide the 

oint, he said that he would not absolutely abjure the juris- 

iction, because it was very desirable that, if possible, every 

uestion relating to the property of a bankrupt should be 
determined by one court. The second mortgagee having 
been afterwards paid off, application was again made to the 
Bankruptcy Court by the first mortgagee, for an order of 
foreclosure against the trustee, and, upon the admission of 
the trustee that he had no assets, Mr. Registrar Brougham 
made a foreclosure order, giving the trustee six months 
within which to redeem. ‘The mortgagee appealed, 
with the object of getting the period for redemption 
reduced to one month. No objection as to the 
jurisdiction was raised by the trustee, but ag soon as the case 
was one’s James, L.J., asked what jurisdiction there was 
to make the order, and what possible good it could do to the 


creditors of the bankrupt. His lordship was reminded of 


ees 2eo'cxct ea. 











Feb; 22, 1879. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





315 








what be had said on the former occasion, and it was urged 
that the procedure in the Court of Bankruptcy would be 
more itious than that in the Chancery Division, and 
that there could be no difficulty in assuming the jurisdiction, 
because the mortgagee, who was outside the bankruptey, had 
invoked the aid of the court, and the trustee was certainly 
subject to its jurisdiction. And it was contended that a 
trustee who admitted that he had no assets ought not to be 
allowed a period of six months for redemption, which he 
could only want for purposes of delay or extortion. At any 
rate, the court might, under rule 78 of 1870, making an 
order for sale of the property, giving the mortgagee leave to 
bid, and this would answer his purpose as well, The court 
(James, Bramwell, and Brett, L.JJ.) refused to alter the 
registrir’s order. James, L.J., said that there was no reason 
for abridging the ordinary period allowed for redemp- 
tion. And the order for sale, not having been asked for 
from the registrar, could not be made now. His lordship 
added that he adhered to what he had said before about the 
jurisdiction, 





DeceaseD InsoLveNtT DeEBTOR—PRopEeRTyY ACQUIRED 
armen Date oF Finat Orver—Ricats oF OFrriciaL 
AssicsgE—5 & 6 Vict. c. 116, 8. 9.—In a case of Ex parte 
Welchman, before the Court of Appeal on the 14th inst., a 
question arose as to the rights of the official assignee of a 
deceased insolvent debtor with regard to property which 
became vested in the debtor in reversion after he had obtained 
his final order, but which did not fall into possession until 
after his death, The question turned upon the construction 
of section 9 of the Act 5 & 6 Vict. c. 116, which, though 
it has been apparently in effect repealed by the Bankruptey 
Repeal Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 83), still remains in 
operation in some cases, inasmuch as section 15 of the latter 
Act provides that every insolvency then pending shall be 
closed at the expiration of twelve months from the com- 
mencement of the Act (January 1, 1870), or at the expira- 
tion of twenty years from the date of the filing of the petition 
(whichever last happens), subject, however, to a power given 
tothe court to postpone the time of closing. Section 9 of 
5&6 Vict. c. 116, provides that the assignees “shall be 
entitled to claim and demand from the petitioner, at any 
time after the said final order, any estate and effects 
acquired by him at any time after such order shall have 
been made; and all such estate and effects, of what kind 
soever and wheresoever situate, shall be absolutely vested 
in such assignees upon their filing a copy of their claim, 
served upon the petitioner personally, or by leaving it at the 
place of residence mentioned in his notice of petition, and 
they shall hold the same in like manner as they held the 
estate and effects of the petitioner transferred by force of 
the final order as hereinbefore provided,” provided that the 
assignee should not be authorized to take possession of any 
after-acquired estate or effects of the insolvent, except under 
the authority of an order of the commissioners or of the 

urt of Review. The question arose thus. The insolvent 
presented his petition in August, 1859, and obtained his 
final order in December, 1861. In 1866 he became, on the 
death of a lady who was first tenant for life under the 
trusts of a marriage settlement, entitled, as one of her next 

. of kin, to a share of the trust funds, subject to the life 
estate of the lady’s husband, who survived her. The 
insolvent died in 1867; the husband died in 1870, In 1871 
4 suit was instituted in the Court of Chancery to carry into 
execution the trusts of the settlement, and ultimately in 
that suit the share of the insolvent in the trust fands was 
carried over to a separate account to be paid to his personal 
Tepresentative when constituted. In April, 1878, administra- 
ton was taken out to the insolvent, and in May, 1878, the 
Official assignee of the insolvent for the first time became 
_ of the insolvent’s interest under the settlement. He 
en, after taking the steps prescribed by the Act 5 & 6 Vict. 

® 116, obtained from Mr. Registrar Brougham an order 
Eng him leave to apply in the suit for the payment to 
of the fund standing to the separate account. This order 

we tobe by the Court of Appeal (James, Bramwell, 
Fig JJ.) on the ground that the court had no juris- 
on to make it. They said that section 9, construed 

py wee to its literal grammatical meaning, applied only to 
ving insolvent, not to the case of a deceased insolvent. 
ere was no reason for straining the meaning of the 
for the unsatisfied creditors of the insolvent had a 


Words, 


sufficient remedy in another"way. They could bring an 
action to administer his estate, gnd then they wou'd be jail 
in a due course of administration. 





PRAcTICB—TRANSFER OF ACTION—JURISDICTION—ACTION 
FOR Trespass—COUNTER-OLAIM FOR RECTIFICATION OF A 
Derp AND SpeciFic PERFORMANCE OF AN AGREEMENT— 
JupicaturE Act, 1873, s.34—Orp. 51, er. 1, 2,3.—In a 
case of Storey v. Waddle, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 15th inst., an application was made for the transfer of 
an action and counter-claim from the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion to the Chancery Division. The plaintiff had, in 1874, 
sold and conveyed a plot of freehold land to the defendant, 
upon which the defendant had builta house. The plaintiff, 
in 1878, commenced an action in the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion against the defendant, alleging that the defendant 
had made a door in the wall of his garden opening upon 
adjoining land of the plaintiff, and had passed from that 
door across the plaintiff's land into a neighbouring high- 
way, thus, as the plaintiff alleged, committing a trespass, 
and the plaintiff claimed an isjanction and damages. The 
defendant delivered a statement of defence and counter- 
claim by which he alleged that, when he made the pur- 
chase from the plaintiff, the plaintiff agreed to grant him 
a right of way over the land in question, aod he claimed 
to have the conveyance to him rectjfied by the insertion 
of a grant of the right of way. Thedefendant also claimed 
specific performance of an agreement by the plaintiff to 
sell him another piece of adjoining land. The defendant 
applied to a divisional court for an order transferring the 
action and counter-claim to the Chancery Division. The 
application was refused, Cockburn, C.J., being a member 
of the court. The application was then renewed in the 
Court of Appeal. It was urged that the Chancery Divi- 
sion alone had the proper machinery for rectifying a deed, 
or enforcing the specific performance of a contract, original 
actions.of that kind being, by section 34 of the Act of 
1873, expressly assigned to the Chancery Division, and 
Treliance was placed upon the case of Holloway v. ‘York (25 
W. R. 403, L. R. 2 Ex. D. 333), in which an action was 
bronght in the Exchequer Division by the trustee in the 
liquidation of a person who had contracted to purchase 
real estate, against the vendor, for the return of the 
deposit, and the vendor delivered a counter-claim for the 
specific performance of the contract, and there the Court 
of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Mellish and Baggallay, L.JJ.), 
reversing the decision of the Exchequer Division, ordered 
the action to be transferred to the Chancery Division, on 
the ground that there was a question to be tried 
which was a question of equity and not a matter 
for a jury, and that, if the vendor succeeded on the trial of 
that question, the Chancery Division was the only one which 
had the requisite machinery for giving him the relief to 
which he was entitled. The Court of Appeal (James, Bram- 
well, anl Brett, L.JJ.) refused the application in Storey 
v. Waddie. James, L.J., said that, though the point did not 
appear to have been considered in Holloway v. York, he had 
very great doubt whether the court had power to order the 
transfer without the consent of the p e:idents of both the 
Divisions, and here the president of the Queen’s Bench 
Division had refused to allow the transfer. If the applica- 
tion were granted it would amount, in effect, to repealing a 
great part of the Judicature Act, and would be a violation of 
the principle that each Division of the High Court was to 
determine completely every matter which came before ite 
Any defendant who had an equitable defence to an action in 
one of the Common Law Divisions could put in a counter- 
claim for specific performance, and every action to which 
there was such a defence might thus, at the will of the det 
fendant, be brought to the Chancery Division. Either there 
was no jurisdiction to make the order, or, if there was, the 
exercise of judicial discretion by the Queen’s Bench Division 
ought not to be interfered with. And, with reference to the 
argument that the Common Law Divisions had not the 

uisite machinery for giving the relief asked for, Bramwell, 
LJ. said that, if necessary, the judge who tried the case 
could himself order the insertion of the proper words in the 
deed, and Brett, L.J., sail that claims for specific perform- 
ance are now dealt with every day on tie trial of common 
law actions, 
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Company— WINDING UP-+ARRANGEMENT WITH CREDI- 
Tors—-Comeanizs Act, 1862, ss.. 159, 160—Jomnt Stock 
Companigs ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1870, 8. 2.—In a case of 
In re The Dynevor Collieries Company, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 18th inst., the company being in voluntary 
liquidation, a provisional agreement was entered into by 
the liquidators, who were also the trustees under a deed of 
trust and mortgage for the debenture holders of the com- 
pany, for the leasing of the mines of the company for a 
term of twenty-one years to a tenant at a fixed minimom 
rent and certain royalties. The lessee was to undertake all 
the liabilities of the leases under which the company held 
the property. He was to provide a specified sum as capital 
for developing and working the collieries, and to deposit 
part of it in a bark in the names of the trustees. He was 
also to indemnify the company and the trustees and 
secured creditors of the company against all debts, claims, 
and demands upon the company up the date of the com- 
mencement of the lease (other than the moneys secured by 
the deed of trust and mortgage for the benefit of the 
debenture holders, and certain other specified debts), and 
the liquidators and trustees were to assign to him absolutely 
all the assets of the company, including the unpaid calls on 
the shares, This arrangement was approved by the statutory 
Majority of the debenture holders at a meeting held under 
an order made by Malins, V.C., in pursuance of section 2 
of the Act of 1870, and was then sanctioned by the 
Vice-Chancellor. And, after his sanctioning order had 
been made, the arrangement was approved by a general 
meeting of the shareholders of the company. Some 
of the dissentient debenture holders appealed from the 
order sanctioning the agreement, and it was objected that 
the approval of the shareholders ought to have been given 
before the order was made. Another objection taken was 
that the arrangement was not one within the contemplation 
of the Act of 1870. It was contended that the Act con- 
templated, not an arrangement between the company and 
a third party as to the property of the company, but 
something in the nature of a compromise between the com- 
pany and their creditors, or a class of their creditors. 
The court (James, Bramwell, and Brett, L.JJ.) overruled 
both objections. James, L.J., said that it was sufficient 
that the approval of the shareholders had been, in fact, 
given ; their approval was not a condition precedent to the 
giving of the sanction of the court. And what the deben- 
ture holders had approved was the granting of the lease 
upon the terms agreed upon, for the purpose of producing 
an income available for payment of the debentures, they 
being satisfied that they were getting the most they could 
out of the property. This was clearly within the purview 
of the Act, 





Practice—APreaAL—Security ror Costs—Orp. 58, nr. 
15.—In a case of Dence vy. Janson, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 19th inst., the plaintiff applied that the defendant 
might be ordered to give security for the costs of his appeal. 
In opposition to the application it was argued that in most 
of the reported cases on the subject security has been ordered 
to be given by a plaintiff appellant, and it was contended 
that there is a distinction between the case of a plaintiff and 
a defendant, because the former commences the litigation of 
his own free will, whereas the latter is brought into court 
against his will. The court (Jessel, M.R., and Bramwell 
and Brett, L.JJ.) held that there was no foundation for the 
suggested distinction, and ordered security to be given to the 
amount of £40. It is worthy of notice that some colour is 
given to the argument by a remark made by Mellish, L.J., 
in the case of Wilson v. Smith (20 Soxicrrors’ JourNAt, 
390), to the effect that there is more reason for requiring an 
unsuccessful plaintiff to give security for the costs of an 
appeal than an unsuccessful defendant. Wilson v. Smith is 
reported 24 W. R. 421, and L. K. 2 Ch. D. 67, but this 
remark of Mellish, L.J., is given only in 20 SoxicrtoRs’ 
JounwaL, 390. 





Company ~ Merrixc oy SHaRreHOLpErs—Mopse or Tak- 
sq Vores wuen wo Port 1 Demanpep—ComPanizs 
Act, 1862, 86. 51, 179—Tapie A., CLausus 42, 43, 44.— 
In a case of In re The Horbury Bridge Coal Company, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., an important 
question arose as to the proper mode of taking the votes at 





demanded. The articles of association of the company, so 
far as they were material to the —_. were in substance 
the same as those of Table A. of the Companies Act, 1862, 
the only material difference being that, instead of a provision 
that the number of votes to which a shareholder is entitled 
shall be fixed according to a graduated scale varying with 
the number of shares held by him, it was provided that each 
shareholder should have one vote for every share held 
him. The question arose thus :—At a meeting of the share- 
holders it was unanimously resolved to wind up the com. 
pany voluntarily, but there was a contest about the appoint- 
ment of a liquidator. Only five shareholders were present 
at the meeting. Two of them voted for a person who was 
proposed as liquidator, and the other three voted against 
him, but the number of shares held by the two exceeded the 
number held by the three. No poll was demanded, but the 
chairman declared the = supported by the two to be 
duly elected. Bacon, V.C., held that the chairman had 
decided rightly, but the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
and Bramwell and Brett, L.JJ.) held that his decision 
was wrong. Jessel, M.R., said that, according to 
the common law of this country, votes were taken 
at all meetings by a show of hands, and this common 
iaw must prevail, unless the Act or the articles of association 
of the company contained any provision to the contrary. 
Sections 51 and 179 of the Act, so far as they went, tended 
to support the view that the votes were to be taken by a show 
of hands if a poll was not demanded, and so did clauses 42, 
43, and 44 of Table A. The provision of the articles in this 
case, that a shareholder was to have one vote for every share 
which he held, clearly applied only to the case of a poll, for 
it was impossible that the chairman, in counting the votes at 
a crowded meeting, should be able to know how many shares 
each shareholder held. The most that could be said was 
that the Act and the articles were silent on the point, and 
therefore the ordinary practice of meetings must prevail, 
and the votes must be taken by show of hands, unless a poll 
was demanded. The result was that the chairman’s decision 
was wrong, and the liquidator was not duly elected. 





PracticE—APPLICATION BY PLAINTIFF FOR TRIAL OF 
Previmivary Issues—TerRMs Imposep—Discontinvuance 
OF THE REST OF THE ACTION—ORD, 23—Orp. 36, 8. 6.— 
In acase of The Emma Silver Mining Company v. Grant, 
the Master of the Rolls, on the application of the plaintiff 
(ante, p. 84), made an order that two issues of fact should be 
tried as against two of the defendants before the trial of the 
action as against the other defendants. His lordship 
expressed considerable doubt whether, as a general rule, 
such an order ought to be made on the application of a 
plaintiff, and he made the order only on the undertaking of 
the plaintiffs not to continue the action as against the two 
defendants in respect of the relief which had been claimed 
against them, and which was not covered by the two issues, 
and to abide by the order of the court as to the discontinu- 
ance of the action in respect of that further relief and the 
costs incurred, the costs being reserved until after the trial 
of the issues. The two defendants appealed from the order. 
No objection was raised to its having been made on the 
application of the plaintiffs, but it was urged that the con- 
dition imposed by the Master of the Rolls did not go far 
enough. It was said that, instead of an undertaking not to 
proceed, there ought to have been an immediate order for 
the discontinuance of the rest of the action as against the 
two defendants, and for payment of their costs of the rest of 
the action, according to the provisions of order 23. The 
Court of Appeal (James, Bramwell, and Brett, L.JJ.) aceeded 
to this view, and varied the order of the Master of the 
Rolls by directing an immediate discontinuance of the rest 
of the action, and declaring that the two defendants were 
entitled to their costs of the parts discontinued in any event, 
though the taxation of those costa was not to take place 
until the final taxation. 


Company—Contriputory—Drrecror Liaste To CoN- 
TRIBUTE TO THE AS8ETS—ASSIGNMENT MORE THAN A YEAR 
pevoRE Winpinac urp—CompPanies Act, 1862, s8. 38, 
165.—In an adjourned summons in Re Welsh Iron Works 
Company (Limited), Holland's case, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 14th inst., the executors of a deceased director 
of the company asked the court to expunge his name from 





a meeting of shareholders of a company when no poll is 





the list of .oitributories, on the ground that he had ceased 





ee oe dn oe A a A ce A ee oe et eee OS Ge Os oe ee ee ee ee eee ee ee 









Bass ii 


th 


Car Sarre Bro 


or 


- Sean 


owvei'w © @ weye” | BW | 


—= 


SS a 





Feb. 22, 1879. 


HE SOLICITORS' JOURNAL. 317 





_—— 





to be a member for more than a year before the winding 
up. It appeared that the number of qualification shares 
rescribed by the articles was ten, that these shares had 
in given to the director by a promoter of the company 
as fully paid-up shares, that the director had never held any 
shares not fully paid up, and that he had never paid any calls 
in respect of such shares, He had transferred his ten shares 
to a bond fide purchaser for value more than eight years 
before the winding up, and the transferee’s name had been 
duly registered. The liquidator had placed the director's 
name on the list on the ground that he was a contributory— 
as being liable to contribute to the assets of the company in 
respect of the ten shares which ought to be treated as not 
paid up. The executors of the director, who had died before 
the winding up, contended that he was not a contributory 
under the 38th section, inasmuch as he had transferred his 
shares more than a year before the winding up, and that to 
make him contribute to the assets under section 165 was 
altogether a separate proceeding, and that his legal personal 
representatives were not liable under that section. Jessel, 
M.R., was of opinion that the director was not a con- 
tributory under the 38th section, as he had sold his shares 
more than a year before the winding up. As to the 165th 
section, a past member might be liable to contribute to the 
assets, but there was no liability until an order had been 
made, and section 165 did not apply to the legal personal 
representatives of a director. 





Practice—DEMURRER NOT ENTERED ror ARGUMENT— 
Necessity oF ORpER oF Court ror Costs—‘‘ ORDER OF 
Course ’’—Rutzs or Court, 1875, Orp. 28, x. 6.—Ina 


-ease of Joshua v. Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, 


London, and China, also before the Master of the Rolls on 
the 14th inst., an ex parte motion was made for an order 
giving the defendants the whole costs of the action where a 
demurrer to the whole claim had been delivered by them and 
had not been entered for argument within the time limited 
by ord. 28, r. 6. It was stated that there was some doubt 
as to the practice, that some order was necessary for the 
taxing master to act upon, and the question was whether 
such order should be obtained at the “order of course” 
office, or should be moved for in court. Under the old 
practice an ‘‘ order of course’”’ seemed to have been the rule: 
Jacobs v. Hooper (1 W. R. 61), Morgan's Chancery Acts, 
5th ed., p. 508. The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that 
a motion in court was not now necessary. The demurring 
party had only to take an affidavit of the facts to, and get an 
“order of course’’ at, the ‘‘ order of course” office, which 
order would be sufficient for the taxing master to act upon. 





First anp Sgconp AssIGNMENT oF Funp—SxconpD 
AssignMENT BY Executor or AssIgnorn—Notice—Pur- 
CHASE FoR VALUE—Priority.—In a case of Re Freshfield’s 
Trusts, before the Master of the Rolls on the 15th inst., the 
question arose whether an assignee of a fund under a will 
had lost his priority under the following circumstances :— 
A. assigned to B. a fund under the will of X., no notice 
being given to X.’s executors of the assignment. A. having 
died, his executrix assigned the same fund to C. for value, 
and C. gave notice to X.’s executors of his assigoment. B.'s 
representatives subsequently gave notice of B's assignment. 
The Master of the Rolls held, following Dearle vy, Hail (3 
Russ. 1), that the fund belonged to C., the second assignee, 
on the ground of his having been the first to give notice. 





The Lord Chancellor has consented to preside at the 
forty-seventh anniversary dinner of the United Law Clerks’ 
Society, which will be given at the Freemason’s Tavern 
about the end of May or beginning of June. 

On Tuesday morning Vice-Chancellor Malins was thrown 
from bis horse in Rotten-row. He was at once removed to 
his house in Lowndes-square, where it was found that the 
small bone of his leg had been fractured in two places. He 
is progressing favourably. 

In the House of Commons on Tuesday evening, in answer 
to Dr, Kenealy, the Chancellor of the Exchequer ‘said the 
‘Government was not able at present to say whether they 
would be able to re-introduce the Bar Education and Dis- 
‘cipline Bill this session. 


THE NEW BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Tue Lord Chancellor on Monday stated the provisions of 
the new Bill as follows -—First, with regard to bankruptcy 
proper we propose that provision shall be made to meet what 
has been found to be a source of very considerable unfairness, 
and that a check shall be placed upon the selection of a court 
by a debtor who desires to be made a bankrupt or to arrange 
with his creditors. At present creditors complain very 
much that debtors select courts least convenient for the 
creditors, a debtor resorting to a part of the country where 
he has obtained, perhaps, a colourable excuse for presenting 
a petition by having traded there a short time. Next, we 
propose that the adjudication in bankruptcy is not to be 
made in the first instance by the court. Very often it 
happens that a perfectly honest trader is brought in court 
and is immediately, by reason of his insolvency, adjudicated 
a bankrupt, and if this had not been done, all his creditors, 
being well satisfied with his conduct, would have been glad 
to have relieved him from the stigma and the odium of bank- 
ruptcy. On the other hand, what happens in these 
arrangements to which I have referred is that a debtor whose 
conduct has been anything but exemplary suddenly calls a 
meeting of his creditors and gets his discharge before there 
has been any investigation of his conduct. We propose to 
meet that in this way :—In the first instance an order shall 
be made by the court which shall be called a provisional 
order, the property of the debtor shall be secured, and a 
meeting of the creditors shall be immediately convened. 
That meeting of creditors is to consider the conduct of the 
debtor and what course ought to be pursued with regard to 
it; and that meeting may do one of three things. It may 
resolve either that the Rebtor shall immediately be made 
bankrupt, or that some further investigation into his con- 
duct shall be made, or the meeting shal] be adjourned for 
that purpose, and that his affairs shall be wound up under a 
deed. The bankrupt is to be bound to attend the meeting, 
and to submit himself for examination. In order to prevent 
the improper use of proxies, the court has power to determine 
whether they shall be admitted or not—whether the creditors 
live within such distances that they may attend themselves 
instead of giving proxies. There is a provision that if any 
person is found to be soliciting or using proxies in order to 
obtain an appointment for a trustee the court may deprive 
the trustee of any remuneration. If the creditors resolve 
upon bankruptcy, they are to appoint a committee of inspec- 
tion, and they, and not the creditors at large, are to appoint 
the trustee, who is to be their officer and servant, with the 
right reserved to them to dismiss him if they think fit. The 
discharge of the debtor is to take place in this way :— Within 
the first two years there is to be the consent of a certain 
proportion of the creditors, a greater number in the 
first year, and a lesser number in the second year; 
and after the second year it is to be in the discretion of 
the court, if the application is made. If it is shown that 
the debtor has not kept such books and accounts as are 
usually kept, or a sufficient record of his transactions, or 
has increased his liabilities by trading at a loss when in- 
solvent, or has contracted debts without a reasonable ex- 
pectation of being able to pay them, or that the bankruptcy 
has been produced by rash and hazardous speculations or 
unjustifiable extravagance, or that he has pat the creditors 
to any unnecessary expense by the frivolous and vexatious 
defence of an action, or that he has committed any mis- 
demeanour for which he has not been prosecuted—in any 
of these events the order of discharge is to be suspended 
for such time as the court may think fit, or the discharge 
may be granted subject to conditions with regard to salary, 
pay, emoluments, wages, or earnings which may afterwards 
become due. There is a provision that the trastee shall 
give security, and that the remuneration shall be limited 
by a certain maximum being assigned, which is very mach 
wanted. There is a provision that the trustee shall not 
only pay money into the bank, but that he shall pay it to 
the account of the bankraptey. It has beem found in 
practice that where a trustee was the trustee of a great 
number of debtors it was quite impossible to ascertain in 
any particular case whether the balance whica oaght to 
have been forthcoming was actually available. There isa 
provision which I hope more than any other will expedue 
the winding up of estates, and it is that at the end of one 








year after the appointment of a trustee he shall be obliged 
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to hand over all the money and property in his possession 
to the court, unless the court, shall find that under the 
specie! circumstances of the case @ greater length of time 
shall be allowed forthe winding up. I hope that provision 
will bring about greater rapidity of administration than 
has hitherto prevailed. A year will be allowed for 
winding up an estate, except under special circum- 
stances, which will have to be proved to the satis- 
faction of the court. We propose to ask Parliament 
to authorize the creation of an additional judge of the High 
Court of Justice, and in that way to secure the services of a 
judge of experience in commercial law, who will be able to 
consider the administration of the Court of Bankruptcy to 
have the first claim on his time and attention. We propose 
that the London Court of Bankruptcy shall be a part of the 
High Court of Justice; reserving still its own peculiar 
name, it shall be joined to the Chancery Division of the 
High Court of Justice, and, as I have said, a judge in the 
High Court shall be judge of the Bankruptcy Court. We 
propose that the jurisdiction of the London District Bank- 
tuptcy Court shall be somewhat enla The details 
appear in the schedules of the Bill. We propose that there 
should be a power, when the parties desire it, or when the 
court thinks it desirable, to transfer any particular case or 
any question in bankruptcy from any county court for 
decision in the London Court in the first instance. With 
regard to offences which are punishable as misdemeanours, 
we propose that there should . power to try any of these 
before the judge in the Court of Bankruptcy. As to liqui- 
dation by arrangement, we propose that it shall no longer 
be done, as at present, by resolution, but that it shall be 
done by deed, and, in order to do away with the abuses 
arising from proxies, we propose that the assent of the 
majority of creditors shall be obtained by their signatures 
either to the deed or to a paper stating the effect of the 
deed, so that every creditor shall know what it is that he 
is assenting to. We propose that the deed shall not be 
valid unless the composition shall amount to 5s. in the 
und. We propose, further, that even after the deed has 
en registered the creditors may, if they think fit, call a 
meeting and pass a resolution by a certain majority that 
the deed is not to be proceeded with, but to be superseded 
by proceedings in bankruptcy ; and if the court find that 
there has been any fraud in obtaining the deed, or that it 
has been vexatiously and frivolously obtained, the court 
will have power to declare it to be void. The court will 
also bave the power to remove the trustee of the deed for any 
failure in the performance of his duty. The trustee in 
every one of these deeds shall be bound to account to the 
Controller in Bankruptcy ; his accounts shall be audited ; 
and at the end of one year, as in the case of bankruptcy, 
he shall be obliged to pay over all funds in his hands unless 
the court shall consider that further time should be allowed 
to wind up the estate. These, my lords, are the main pro- 
visions of the Bill which I ask your lordships to read a first 
time. There are several minor points of importance which 
will be found in the Bill, but I have not thought it 
necessary to delay your lordships by going at length into 
them. I have only referred to the leading features of the 
measure. With regard to the mode in which the Bill has 
been prepared, I may state that the Bill will be found to 
contain within its four corners the whole code of bankruptcy 
law ; but for the convenience of those who take an interest 
in the matter the Bill, as printed, will show in the margin 
the different Acts referred to and the new provisions. Before 
I sit down I may say that among the matters urged in the 
memorial from the city it was proposed that the same court 
which administers the law of bankruptcy should also be 
charged with the estates of Siena: persons who died 
insolvent, and with the winding up of joint-stock 
companies. One of our Bag tana is that the London 
Court of Bankruptcy shall form part of the Chancery 
Division of the Supreme Court of Judicature, which is at 
present charged with those duties, and I shall be prepared 
at the proper time to state the reasons why, after full con- 
aoe we have decided not to include provisions of that 
ni 








On Monday evening in the House of Commons, in answer 
to Mr. E. Jenkins, Lord J. Manners said the Government 


intended to introduce a Copyright Bill this session deali 
with all the subjects defined in the report of the Royal 
Commissioners. 











Sucteties. 
LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


This society met as usual on Tuesday evening last, the - 


18th inst., at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, Mr. 
A. M. Ellis, LL.B., in thechair. The question appointed 


for the discussion was—‘‘ A garnishee order is made under - 


ord. 45, r. 2, for the attachment of a debt ; at the time the 
order is made the garnishees have given the judgment 
debtor a cheque for the amount; the judgment debtor has 
cashed the cheque at a bank other than that upon which it 
is drawn, but on presentation the cheque is dishoneured for 
want of assets, Is there an existing debt effectually attached 
by the garnishee order ?”’ the cases given for reference being 
Hall v. Prichett (L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 215) and Cohen v. Hake, 
L, R. 3 Q. B. D. 371. Mr. S.J. Montagu opened the debate 
for the affirmative, Mr. J. Van Sommer took the negative, 
and G. H. Bower followed in the affirmative. At the con- 
clusion of the argument the opener replied, and, the chair- 
man having summed up, put the question to the meeting, 
when Cohen v. Hale was held to be rightly decided, and 
the majority of votes was accordingly given for the affirma- 
tive. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The above society held its usual meeting at Clement’s-- 
inn Hall, on Wednesday, the 19th inst., under the presi-- 
dency of Mr. D’A. B. Collyer, when the subject for discus- 
sion was, “That the tendency of recent legislation has 
been to effect too great a severance between the interests 
of husband and wife.” Mr. B. T. Bartrum opened the 
debate by opposing the motion ; Mr. Kaing Jackson sup- 
ported the affirmative. Messrs. Kelke, Jones, Nevill, 
Moyle, Owen, Derry, Templer, and Hervey opposed. Mr. 
Synnott also spoke on the motion, Mr. Bartrum replied. 
The chairman having summed up, put the question to the 
meeting, when it was lost by a majority of seven. The 
house adjourned at 9.30 p.m. 


THE BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ 
SOCIETY. 


An ordinary meeting of the above society was held in the 
Library of the Birmingham Law Society on Tuesday evening 
last, J. W. Browett, Esq., in the chair. The hon. secretary 
(Mr. H. W. Soutter) having read the minutes of the previous 
meeting, and a new member having been elected, a discussion 
took place on moot point, No. 606:—‘‘Is a sale of adul- 
terated spirits, bought by a public officer for the purposes 
of analysis, and not for ordinary consumption, a sale ‘ to the 
prejudice of the purchaser,’ under 38 & 39 Vict. c. 63, 8. 6 P’” 
(Sandys v. Small, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 449; Davidson v. 
McLeod, 15 Se. L. R. 198). Mr. Cochrane opened the 
debate in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. 
Rogers, Hooper, O'Conner, and Soutter. The negative side 
of the debate was opened by Mr. Samuel, and supported by 
Messrs. Phillips and Steere. The number of votes on either 
side being equal, the chairman gave his casting vote in favour 
of the negative. A vote of thanks to the chairman con- 
cluded the meeting. 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the asso- 
ciation was held on Tuesday, the 21st of January, 1879, at 
their rooms, Cross-street Chambers, Oross-street, when an 
account of the receipts and disbursements peta J audited 
by two of the mat te was submitted and passed, and the 
officers and committee were elected for the ensuing year. 
The proceedings of the society for the last year were stated 
in the following report, which was read by the honorary 
secretary and unanimously adopted. ‘The report, omng 
other matters, refers to the following topics of gene 


terest :— 
The Bille of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. o. 31).—This. 


important Act, which came into operation on the Ist of 
January, 1879, repeals the Pills of Sale Acts, 1854 and 1866.. 
It plies to every bill of sale executed on or after the 1st of 
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January, 1879 (whether absolute, or subject, or not, to any 
trust), whereby the holder or grantee has power, with or 
without notice, and either immediately or at any future time, 
to seize or take ion of any personal chattels. 

The Act enacts the provision for which your association, 
in conjunction with the Chamber of Commerce and some 
other country societies have long contended, that mortgages 
comprising trade machinery beyond the motive power, and 
gas and steam pipes, must be registered ; and thus an end is 
put to the conflicting decisions about general trade machinery 
passing as fixtures by an unregistered mortgage, and they 
-are no longer to be governed by refined distinctions as to 
‘whether they have been separately assigned or power given 
to sever them. 

It is also enacted that a deed operating as a bill of sale 
shall be attested by a solicitor, and its effect explained by 
him to the grantor before execution—a provision which it is 
hoped may present a difficulty in the way of some money- 
lenders obtaining this description of security from persons 
who will not understand its purport. 

The Act also provides that chattels comprised in a regis- 
tered bill of sale shall not afterwards be deemed within the 
order and disposition of the person who has given it, which 
your committee consider a most beneficial provision. 

The 6th section of the Act renders it necessary to register 
a mortgage where it contains an attornment by the mortgagor 
by way of security either for the debt or the interest of it. 
This has been designed to prevent power being given to a 
mortgagee to distrain for an excessive rent, as has been done 
in some cases. The clause is followed by a proviso qualify- 
ing it where the mortgagee, being in possession, demises to 
the mortgagor as his tenant at a reasonable rent. It is 
feared that the reference to the mortgagee being in possession 
will prevent an attornment clause even at a reasonable rent 
being inserted in a mortgage unless it be intended to register 
it. 

Your committee when the Bill was in progress made repre- 
sentations that an attornment clause at a fair rack rent 
ought not to require registration, but the law lords appa- 
rently concluded the only safe course to be to require it in 
all cases, subject only to the proviso above referred to. 

Chancery of Lancashire.—The committee of the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society of Liverpool having been in communication 
with your committee as to the desirability of periodical 
chamber sittings of the court being held by the Vice-Chan- 
cellor in Liverpool and Manchester alternately, in place of 
some of the weekly sittings in London, a deputation from 
your committee waited upon the Vice-Chancellor in order to 
ascertain his views as to the practicability and desirability of 
any such arrangements being made. His Honour stated 
some grave objections to the proposal, and expressed his 
opinion that the present arrangements with regard to the 
chamber sittings work better than any others which could 
be substituted for them, and that he saw no reason, upon 
any public grounds, for altering them. A correspondence 
subsequently took place between the president of the Liver- 
pool Taw Society and the Vice-Chancellor on the subject, in 
which his Honour’s views were fully expressed. 

Assize Arrangements in Lancashire.—The Attorney- 
‘General having, in reply to a question addressed to him in 
the House, a few days before the close of the session, 
stated that the committee of judges had recommended that 
three civil assizes should be held in Liverpool and Man- 
chester, one in spring, one in summer, and one in the 
month of October, and that he believed this recommenda- 
tion would be carried into effect, your committee at once 
communicated with the men.bers for the city on the sub- 
ject of the need of a fourth assize for civil causes, but as 
very little further information could be obtained before the 
rising of Parliament, they, in concert with the Inoor- 
porated Law Society of Liverpool, addressed the Lord 
‘Chancellor and the Home Seoretary on the subject. The 
‘letter to the Home Secretary will be found in the 
appendix. 

Provisional Entry of Causes at Assizes.—Again acting in 
concert with the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, 
your committee, in the month of December, addressed a 
letter to the Lord Justice Thesiger and Mr. Justice Lindley 
{the judges assigned to take the Winter Assizes on the 
Northern Cirouit), urging the re-establishment of a pro- 
‘visional entry of causes in Liverpool and Manchester. To 
‘this the Lord Justice Thesiger, on bebalf of himself aud 
‘Mr. Justice Lindley, replied that the judges found there 


was 8 conflict of opinion as to the desirability of a provi- 
sional list, and in the hope of testing in some measure for 
themselves the advantages and disadvantages of such a 
list, and of inducing the judges generally to come to some 
common agreement for the future, they proposed at the 
ensuing assizes to have a provisional list opened at 
Preston. Your committee thereupon pointed out to their 
lordships that the test which they to apply would 
not be so satisfactory if the provisional list were opened at 
Preston, and respectfully asked for the reconsideration of 
the matter in order that if at all possible the provisional 
entry might be made at Manchester and Liverpool, instead 
of at Preston, to which Lord Justice Thesiger replied that 
he and Mr. Justice Lindley considered that a provisional 
entry at Preston would sufficiently test the validity of cer- 
tain objections to the working of the system which had 
been stated to them, while it would obviate altogether 
other, and graver, objections made to the system itself. 
The subject of entering causes was discussed at the pro- 
vincial meeting, in Manchester, of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and a resolution was passed that “all civil causes 
should (where possible) be entered, when ready for trial, 
with the district registrar of the town where the action is 
to be tried.” The subject has been referred to a committee 
of the council of the Incorporated Law Society, who have 
invited suggestions from your association which your com- 
mittee have accordingly made. 


Land Registration Select Committee—On the motion of 
Mr. Osborne Morgan, a select committee of the House of 
Commons was appointed to inquire and report whether any, 
ard what, steps ought to be taken to simplify and secure 
the title to land, and to facilitate the transfer thereof, and 
also to prevent frauds on purchasers and mortgagees of land. 
The subject was considered at two meetings of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, at which your association was re- 
presented. The second meeting, at which deputations from 
twelve societies were present, was unanimously against 
registration of titles, and, with the exception of the Wake- 
field representative, considered that the registration of 
memorials of deeds would not afford any protection against 
fraud equivalent to the expense of the system; while all 
were of opinion that the latest proposition for registration of 
copies of assurances would occasion considerable additional 
cost in dealing with real property as well as delay in search- 
ing such a registry. 

Resolutions were passed suggesting the amendment of the 
Land Transfer Act of 1875 by providing that landowners 
should have power to remove their land from the register, 
retaining nevertheless the benefit of a declaration of title, 
absolute or otherwise at the time of removal, and also that 
the improvements in the law of real property effected by 
the Transfer of > = the Acts relating to trustees 
and mortgagees, the Property Limitation Act, the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, the Settled Estates Act, and 
other recent statutes, indicate the direction which further 
legislation may usefully take, and that such further legisla- 
tion should pat other things) provide for an amendment 
of the law as regards notice and lien for judgment and Crown 
debts and succession duty. It was thought inexpedient, 
considering the number of societies, for them separately to 
offer evidence before the select committee, and it was decided 
to tender evidence on the joint behalf of the country law 
societies, and a deputation, of which your president, Mr. 
Bateson Wood, was one, was empowered to arrange with Mr. 
Osborne Morgan as to giving such evidence. The select 
committee has been re-appointed and will continue to tke 
evidence next session, and arrangements have been made for 
the examination of four witnesses before it on behalf of the 
country law societies. 

An —— to the re 
letter of the Manchester 
the Home Secretary :— 

Manchester Incorporated Law Association. 
Manchester, 27th of August, 1878. 

Sir,—'The attention of this association has been drawn to 
the report made by a committee of the judges to the Lord 
Chancellor, in April, 1878, upon the subject of assizes aud 
sessions, and to which is annexed a letter addressed to M:. 
Justice Manisty, on behalf of the bar of the Northern Cir- 
cuit. Iam directed to ask your kind consideration of the 
following observations :— es 
1, The need of more frequent and prolonged facilities (or 


rt contains the following copy 
corporated Law Association to 
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the trial of civil aétions in Lancashire has been long urged 
upon her Majesty's Government, and upon the judges. 

2. The Judicature Commission, in their report of the 3rd 
of July, 1872, recommended that there should be four 
sittings in each year for the trial of civil causes, at Liverpool 
and Manchester, and that the duration of those sittings should 
not be limited. 

3. Seeing that it is now the intention of her Majesty’s 
Government to provide for four assizesin the year to be 
held in Manchester for gaol delivery, this association 
respectfully submits that civil causes should be tried at each 
of those assizes. 

4. We further suggest that this arrangement being ad- 
mitted to be needful for the proper dispatch of the business 
arising in this great commercial community, any little incon- 
venience to the leading members of the bar should not be 
deemed a reason against its adoption. 

5. If the report of the judges as to the time of holding the 
four assizes be adopted, and if the suggestion of the 
Northern Circuit Bar be also adopted, that civil causes 
should not be tried at the Winter Assize, the result would 
be that there would be no opportunity for trying such 
causes between the Autumn Assize, commencing in Octo- 
ber, and the Spring Assize, which would commence in April 
or May. 

6. We are glad to observe that in your letter to the Lord 
Chancellor you do not contemplate any such result as this, 
but that you anticipate that at Liverpool and Manchester 
each of the four assizes shall be held for both civil and 
criminal business; and I am to express the hope of this 
association that your views in this respect will be carried 
into effect. 

7. [have further to express the opinion of this associa- 
tion that it would be far more convenient that the com- 
mencement of the Spring Assize (as of the other assizes), 
should be fixed, aud should not be dependent on the varia- 
tions of Easter week.—1 have the honour to be, Sir, your 
obedient servant, 

SamvueL Unwiy, Hon. Secretary. 

To the Right Hon. R. A. Cross, M.P., her Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for the Home Department. 








Appotntnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Apotenvs Wittiam Georce BELL, solicitor, of 5, 
Fornival’s-inn, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Rosert Hexny Buttock Marsuam, barrister, has 
been appointed a Police Magistrate for the Metropolis, in 
succession to Mr. Rk. A. Benson, resigned. Mr. Marsham 
is the second son of Dr. Charles Bullock Marsham, warden 
of Merton College, Oxford. He is an M.A. of Merton 
College, where he graduated third class in mathematics in 
1856. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1860, and has practised on the Sonth- 
Eastern Circuit, and East and West Kent Sessions. Mr. 
Marsham was formerly one of the staff of the Wrekty 
Reporter, and he bas been for several years recorder of 
the borough of Maidstone, 


Mr. Artuvr Cones, Q.C., has been appointed one of the 
Standiog Counsel to the University of Cambridge, in suc- 
cession to Mr. Justice Stephen. Mr. Cohen is an M.A. of 
Magdalen College, and was fifth wrangler in 1853. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1857, having in the previous May obteined the studentship 
in the legal examioation. Mr. Cohen is judge of the Cinque 
Ports, and a bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mr. Tuomas Bensauin Guesey, solicitor (of the firm of 
Gurney & Son), of 5, Farnival’s-ion, bas been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 


Mr. Hexxy Joun Jones, solicitor, of Lewes and Uckfield, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Brighton County Court 
(Cirenit No. 50), and District Registrar of the High Court 
of Justice, in sucevesion to Mr. Ewen Evershed, resigned. 
Mr. Jones waa admitted a solicitor in 1866, 


Mr. Jonas Luvy, barrister, has been appointed a Magis- 
trate for the borough of Margate. Mr. oa was called to 





the bar at Gray’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1854, and practigeg. 
onthe South-Hastern Cireuit and Surrey Sessions, 

Mr. Cuartes Rowianp LipDxez, solicitor, of Newport, 
Shropshire, has been appointed Clerk to the County Magis- 
trates at that place, in succession to his father, Mr. William 
Liddle, who-has resigned. Mr. C. R. Liddle was admitted 
a solicitor in 1863, and is registrar of the Newport County 
Court. 

Mr. Henry JouN Sronor, jadge of county courts for 
Circuit No. 46 (Southwark and Wandsworth), has been ap. 
pointed a Member of the Standing Committee for Framing 
Rules, &c., for the County Courts, in succession to the late 
Mr. George Lake Russell. 





Obituary. 


MR. JOSEPH MUNN. 


Mr. Joseph Munn, one of the oldest solicitors in Kent, 
died at Tenterden on the 4th inst. Mr. Munn was born in 
1798, and was admitted a solicitor in 1819, and had prac- 
tised for nearly sixty years at Tenterden. He was origi- 
nally in partnership with the late Mr. Edward Witts, the 
town clerk of Tenterden. He was himself for several 
years town clerk and clerk tothe Borough Magistrates, 
both of which offices are now held by his partner, Mr, 
William Glover Mace, who is also clerk to the Tenterden 
Board of Guardians. Mr, Munn was a commissioner for 
@aths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes and to the Trustees of the Tenterden 
Turnpike Roads. After resigning the office of town clerk, 
Mr. Munn became one of the borough aldermen, and occu 
pied that position at the time of his death. 





Zeqal News. 


Mr. Ralph A. Benson, acting upon medical advice, has 
tendered his resignation as one of the magistrates at the 
Southwark Police-court. Mr. Benson, who was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in 1854, is a justice of the 
peace for Staffordshire. 


The revised lists of Private Bills to be introduced into 
Parliament this session, says the Times, shows a total of 
252 measures, which may be classified as follows :—Railway 
Bills, 91 ; Tramways, 30; Gas, 27 ; Water, 20; Harbours, 
Piers, Canals, and Navigation, 16; Local Improvements, &c., 
42; Land Improvement and Reclamation, 7 ; Sewerage and 
Drainage, 4; and miscellaneous, 15; including a Bill to 
alter London-bridge, another to build a Tower brides, and 
a third to build a subway between North and South Wool- 
wich. The only Bank Bill is to give powers to deal with 
the affairs of the Glasgow Bank. ‘There are two Bills te 
— companies for the introduction of the electric 
light, 

On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Osborne 
Morgan asked the First Commissioner of Works whether he 
could state when the new Law Courts would be sufliciently 
advanced to admit of the transaction of business.—Mr. 
Noel: There were originally two contracts for the new Courts 
of Justice; according to one the eastern wing ought to have 
been completed during the year 1877, but, unfortunately, 
owing to frosts, strikes, and other unforeseen circumstances, 
the work was delayed; but I am happy to state that it is now 
ready for occupation, with the exception of some minor 
details connected with furniture and fittings. Tho legal 
authorities are now considering the question of the apportion- 
ment of accommodation, and of removal, which will take 
place at their convenience. The main building should, 
according to contract, be completed during 1880, but it is 
impossible at this moment to fix any precise date at which 
it will be finished, but every exertion shall be made to hurry 
on the work, 


The Manchester Guardian says that a question of the 
highest importance to the mercantile community has just 
been before the judge of the Haddersfield County Court 
(Mr. J. W. de L. Giffard). The London and Yorkshire. 
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Bank held bills of exchange representing £24,000, which 

pad been indorsed to them by.a customer against advances 

tothe amount of about £18,000. The customer failed, and 

the trustee of the estate claimed that the bills, which had 

not been discounted, sheuld be handed over to him for the 
peneiit of the general body of creditors, and the trustee 
moved accordingly. The county court judge had to decide 
whether bills pending discount were ‘‘ securities ” within 
the meaning of the Bankruptcy Act of 1869. On this point 
bis Honour said: “I can imagine many gooc reasons why 
moneys secured by bills of exchange ought to be divisible 
among the general body of creditors ; but then, on the 
other hand, bills of exchange are the great medium of 
gommerce, and are much favoured by the law; and if a 
holder of such securities were liable on the bankruptcy of 
tho indorser to deliver them up, such a risk could not fail 
toimpair the value of these securities. Be this as it may, 
in the absence of any authority the other way, I feel bound 
to hold that bills of exchange held pending discount are 
not such securities as the Bankruptcy Act requires the 
holder to value or deliver up, and I must, therefore, refuse 
this motion with costs.” 


On Monday evening in the House of Commons, Mr. 
Blake asked the Attorney-General whether his attention 
had been called to the prospectus of the Clergy Co-operative 
Association (Limited), and whether such trading on the 

of the clergy was legal. The Attorney-General.—My 
attention has been called to the prospectus of the newly- 
formed Clergy Co-operative Association (Limited), and I 
have made a rors as to the constitution and objects of the 
association. I find that the association is, in fact, a com- 

y with limited liability established under the Joint 
stock Companies Act, and in this company there are, or 
are intended to be, a large number of shareholders, some 
clergymen and others laymen. The objects which the associa- 
tion is designed to carry out are, 1am informed, to procure 
asupply of necessary commodities, such as tobacco, church 
furniture, and the other articles referred to in the question, 
of good quality and at a fair and reasonable price; to 
establish a refreshment-room ; and generally to provide 
temporal comforts for the members of the society. Now, 
sir, such being the constitution of the association and the 
objects intended to be carried out by it, I cannot regard it 
as in any way a combination organized for the purpose of 
effecting any unlawful purpose or any lawful purpose by 
wlawful means, and therefore illegal by the common law. 
There remains, however, the question whether very rev. 
and rev. gentlemen who are or may be members of the 
association will render themselves liable to punishment by 
the ecclesiastical courts for the offence of illegally trading. 
This is a question upon which I do not feel very competent to 
give an opinion, but my belief is that the gentlemen to 
whom I have referred will place themselves in a position of 
safety if they do not act as directors or managers of the 
business, or personally cfficiate in the store. On this point, 
however, f would ask leave to refer the hon. gentleman the 
member for Leominster to an Act of 1838—viz., 1 & 2 Vict. 
¢. 106, a8. 29, 31. 


_ With reference to the capitulations and the law prevailing 
. in Cyprus, to which we have often referred, Sir H. James 
asked the Under-Seoretary of State for Foreign Affairs, on 
Monday last, if he would state to the House whether any 
ordinance had been published in Cyprus by virtue of 
which the law of England will be administered to English 
Subjects in that island; and, if so, the date of such ordi- 
nance ; whether if such ordinance had been published, what 
law was administered in Cyprus prior to its publication and 
8ince its occupation by English troops ; to what law were 
the Christian people of other nations residing in Cyprus 
now subjected ; did her Majesty’s Government claim to ex- 
clude the jurisdiction of other States over their own sub- 
jects in Cyprus ; and whether an English barrister was by 
the High Commissioner refused permission to appear on 
behalf of an English subject.in a court of justice in 
Cypras without the permission of the Tarkish Minister 
of Justice; and, if so, whether such refusal met with 
the approval of her Majesty's Governmont ? Mr. Bourke 
said @ temporary ordinance has been passed by the 
Legislative Council of Cyprus establishing a High Court, 
Which will administer justice in accordance with the law 
of England. This court will exercise jurisdiction over 


on the 21st of December last. The law administered in 
Cyprus prior to the publication of this ordinance was that 
embodied in the Ottoman Codes; but provision was made 
for the attendance of the British Commissioners at the trial 
of all civil and criminal cases. As to the third and fourth 
questions, my answer to the first states generally the law 
in operation with respect to persons—British and foreign. 
But the ordinance will shortly be in operation and in the 
hands of members. My hon. and learned friend will see 
that any summary of its provisions would be unsatisfac- 
tory. He will very shortly be able to see the exact state of 
law under its operation, both as regards British subjects 
and foreigners. An English barrister has been refused per- 
mission to practise in the Ottoman courts of law in Cyprus, 
because by a Turkish law, regulating the qualification 
of advocates, those only are allowed to practise who have 
permission from the Ministry of Justice. The decision of 
Sir Garnet Wolseley in this matter meets with the approval 
of her Majesty’s Government. With respect to the High 
Court of Justice, English barristers will of course be 
admitted to practise under the usual regulations. I may 
meation that the measures which have hitherto been taken 
to secure the proper administration of justice in the island 
are of a temporary character, and a comprehensive scheme 
of judicial reform and re-organization is now receiving the 
careful consideration of her Majesty’s Government. 








THE LORD CHANCELLOR ON THE STATE 
OF LEGAL BUSINESS. 
On Tuesday evening, in the House of Lords, the Lord Chan- 
étlior said :—Your lordships have possibly seen statements 
made as to the state of legal business at the present time, 
and I am anxious to put your lordships in possession of some 
accurate information on the subject, which may tend toremove 
misconceptions which have ariseu about it. I will take the 
different courts, from the highest to the lowest courts, in 
order to inform your lordships how the business stands in 
those courts. Commencing with your lordships’ House, the 
appellate business is in a most satisfactory condition. At 
the beginning of the present session, which for legal business 
was in November last, there were only nine cases left stand- 
ing. Some more were set down in November and Decem- 
ber, but in the sittings twelve were heard, and, therefore, 
there were no arrears at the close of the winter sitting. The 
state of the appellate business, therefore, is such that I am 
happy to say it will be in the power of the House, with 
regard to a certain number of appeals presented from Seot- 
land, connected with the lamentable failure of a bank in 
that country, to advance those appeals and hear them with- 
out delay. Turning to the Judicial Committee, at the 
commencement of the sittings of the present year there 
were in that committee only nine cases put down for hear- 
ing. I goto the Court of Appeal. At the commencement 
of the year 1878 there were 175 cases for hearing—that is, 
both causes and motions; and at the commencement of the 
present year there were 224 cases. Of course the cases 
which were ready for hearing were all heard, and there 
were new cases which will be heard in the course of the 
present year. There is no arrear of cases there which have 
been standing for any length of time. As to the Chancery 
Division, the number of cases ready for hearing at the 
commencement of the present year was somewhat less than 
at the commencement of the preceding one. In January, 
1878, there were 528 cases for hearing ; in January, 1879, 
there were only 512; and I have the authority of the 
Master of the Rolls for saying that already a great number 
of these have been heard, and that although new cases are 
being set down there is no arrear in the Chancery Division, 
With regard to the probate cases, at the beginning of 187S 
there were thirty-three cases, and at the beginning of 1879 
there were thirty-four cases, As to the matrimonial cases, 
there were 141 at the beginning of 1878, and 104 at the 
beginning of 1879. In the Admiralty Court at the begin- 
ning of 1878 there were eleven cases, and at the beginning 
of 1879 there were twelve cases. That is the state of 
business in all of the courts, excepting those divisions 
generally called common law divisions—Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and the Exchequer ; and with regard to 
these divisions, the first matter to which I wish to refer is 
the subject of cirouits, on which a good deal of observation 
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has lately been made. Some tine ago an opinion was ex- 
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pressed in the Houee of Commons in favour of having four 
gaol deliveries throughout the country in the course of the 
year, and there are at present under recent arrange- 
ments four criminal assizes. As to the expediency of 
that measure, there has been a good deal of differ- 
ence of opinion throughout the country. There is 
no doubt it entails much additional labour on the judges, 
the jurymen, high sheriffs, and others connected with the 
assizes. On the other hand, it is certainly very difficult to 
say that the state of things which formerly prevailed was 
satisfactory—that prisoners should remain untried, and 
perhaps afterwards acquitted, for four or five or some times 
six months together, and this at a time when in one part 
of the country—at the Central Criminal Court—there is a 
gaol delivery every month. The additional tax upon the 
judicial time of an additional criminal circuit was not very 
great. The great argument against this criminal circuit is 
this: it is said that criminal cases are so sifted before 
prisoners are committed for trial that in almost all cases the 
prisoners are convicted ; that it is rare there is an acquittal, 
and that inasmuch as the form of imprisonment be‘ore trial 
is less severe than after conviction, and as the length of 
time the person is in prison is always taken into account in 
the sentence, it is no hardship to remain in gavl a certain 
number of months before trial. That had considerable weight 
with me; but I have looked into tho statistics of those 
who are acquitted and the result turns out to be something 
different from what I expected. I have taken the return 
for the criminal assizes in last October and November, 
and I find that none of the prisoners then tried were 
out on bail. They were all in prison. I find 484 persons 
were tried, and of these 353 only were convicted, and 
125 were acquitted. The proportion is one in four acquitted, 
and if cannot be said that the state of things would be 
satisfactory which would lead to the detention of these 
125 for a great number of months without trial. 
This does not include those offenders who are out on bail, 
although, no doubt, it is hard for any persons charged 
with the commission of offences, even though such persons 
may have been admitted to bail, to be kept without trial 
for several months, The result, therefore, is that I think 
we shall never return to a system of having less than four 
gaol deliveries in the course of each year. This is a state of 
things to which we must make up our minds, and I cannot 
think that it will be so great an additional tax upon judicial 
time as that we shall not be able to meet it. Let me now 
pass to the question of the times at which the circuits of the 
judges should take place. We have at present four gaol 
deliveries in the course of the year, and along with them 
there are two circuits upon which civil busiaess is tried in 
all the counties of England, with the exception of some parts 
of Yorkshire and Lancashire, where civil business is taken at 
a third assize in each year. With regard to the most con- 
venient periods of the year for the trying of civil actions at 
assizes, 1 have seen some complaints as to the times which 
have been adopted, but I cannot think that there was any 
choice in the matter, inasmuch as it would have been alto- 
gether unadvisable to have two civil assizes in the counties 
occurring within three months of each other, and therefore it 
was necessary to appoint the assize commenciog in January 
as one at which civil business is to be taken. It has been 
urged against this that the result of the practice in the 
present year has been that nearly all the judges have 
been absent from London from the middle of January 
until far on in February. This is quite true; but it must 
be remembered that if the learned judges were not absent 
during the period to which I have alluded, they would have 
had to leave London about the middle of February and 
to have remained away until well on into March. The 
result of the present arrangement will be that the judges, 
instead of returning to London at the end of March, will be 
back in their courts near the close of February, and will sit 
there continuously until July, with the exception of the 
criminal assize about Easter, which will not withdraw more 
than about six judges fromtown. Although, therefore, there 
has been for a short time a dislocation of the usual arrange- 
ments in the London courts, the result will in the end be 
the same as it has been hitherto. I must not forget to add 
that there has lately occurred the accidental circumstance 
of Justices Lush and Stephen — withdrawn from judicial 
work by their labours as members of the commission appointed 
to consider the criminal code—labours from which the 
country will, I believe, reap very great advantage, but the 
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performance of which has, as I have said, withdrawn 
two learned judges for a time from the performance of their 
judicial functions. This, I hope and believe, is a circum. 
stance not likely to occur again. With regard to the amonnt 
of civil business remaining to be disposed of in London agj 
Middlesex, I find that on the 11th of January, 1878, ther, 
were 1,164 causes ready for trial as against 937 on the cor. 
responding day of the present year. There were on Mon 
last 848 causes ready for trial, and I have the best authority 
for saying there is every reason to believe that between this 
time and the month of July all these causes will have beep 
tried, in addition to sny new ones which may arise in 
meantime. Having said thus much, I should like merely to 
add, and I hope your lordships will agree with me, that | 
thiok the statement I have made affords no ground for the 
demand that additional judges should be appointed, or the 
statement which is sometimes made that the present judicial 
strength of the country is not equal to all the work that 
has to be done. In addition to the reasons which I haye 
stated as accounting for the temporary delay in the trang. 
action of legal business which has recently occurred, there 
has been the practice—a practice which, I hope, is now 
disappearing—of two or more judges sitting in courts 
where one only was necessary. ‘This will effect a saving 
of judicial time, and I hope that the Bill which I have this 
evening laid on the table with reference to county conrtg 
will be the means of providing some farther assistance, 
inasmuch as it will have the effect of withdrawing some of 
the more trifling—I might, perhaps, say frivolous—causes 
from the superior courts; and if the proposal of her 
Majesty’s Government, which I explained to your lordsbips 
last night, is accepted, the additional judge appvinted 
would, being a judge of the High Court, be available to 
assist in discharging the work which devolves upon the 
judges of the superior courts. In these circumstances, it 
is not the intention of her Majesty’s Government to pro- 
pose any addition to the number of judges in the High 
Court of Justice. They would not shrink from such a daty 
if they thought there was any occasion for it, but they do 
not think that any such occasion has at present arisen. 
The only other observation which I have to make is that I 
think the transaction of business in the courts would be 
much facilitated if steps were taken to inform the pro. 
fession and suitors at the earliest possible period as to 
the times and places at which the various judges in the 
common law divisions would sit, and, as far as prac 
ticable, as to the cases likely to come before each 
divisional court. I trust that in some way this object 
will be attained, and if it is I think your lordsbips will 
have reason to think that in all respects the working of 
the Judicature Acts has been satisfactory. 





High Court of Justice. 


DIVISIONAL COURT. 
(Before Cocxsurn, C.J., and Pornock, B.) 
Feb. 17.—In re A Solicitor. 

Murray moved, on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society, for a rule calling upon a solicitor to show cause 
why heshould not be struck off the rolls, He said that the 
solicitor was, on the 18th of December, indioted for con- 
spiring with another person to defraud, and was sentenced 
to three months’ imprisonment, 

Rule nisi granted. 








County Courts. 


BIRMINGHAM. 
(Before J. Morreram, . Q.C., Judge.) 


Jan. 23.—Re J. H. phrey. 

This was a motion by the trastee of the bankrupt for a 
order for Mr. List to deliver to the trustee a piano, allege 
to have been handed over to him by the bankrupt or his 
wife as a security for an alleged loan of £25 made by Mr. 
List to the bankrupt’s wife. 
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His Honour: The facts, though simple, raise a question 
very often brought before the court for consideration. 
‘The facts shortly—though I shall have occasion to refer to 
them again pong seed to show that the piano was 
of Messrs. Collard, in London, by the bankrupt’s 
wife, for £60, out of monsys given to her in the bankrupt’s 
ce by her father, after marriage with the bankrupt, 
” that purpose. The motion on the hearing was opposed 
Mr. List and by Mrs. Pumphrey, who, as having the 
interest in the matter, I allowed to appear by counsel 
on the hearing of the motion. The contention in opposition 
to the application was that the piano was the separate prop- 
ety of the wife, and consequently did not pass to the 
¢mustee under the bankruptcy of her husband. The case 
in support of the motion was argued on the strict 
principles of the common law, by which as a 
Sool rule undoubtedly the husband on marriage 
becomes entitled to all the wife’s property; but 
no notice was taken of the fact that equity some- 
times interferes, not, properly speaking, so much 
to moderate the rigour of the common law as to supply in 
some cases its deficiencies, and has in fact, in comparatively 
modern times, with reference to married women and their 
property, raised up a system in contravention to the com- 
mon law doctrine. The evidence establishes that the bank- 
was married to his present wife in the year 1871, that 
he committed an act of bankruptcy by filing a petition for 
lignidation on the 23rd of February, 1877—which by non- 
payment of the composition agreed to be taken became 
abortive—and that on the Srd of January, 1878, he again 
committed an act of bankruptcy, and on the same day was 
adjudicated bankrupt. These facts, however, are not im- 
portant, as though the point as to reputed ownership was 
mentioned, it was not, nor indeed could it be properly in- 
sisted on by the trustee of the bankruptcy. It was proved 
that the money—a cheque for £100, by means of which the 
piano was purchased—was drawn by Mr. Hillman, Mrs. 
Pawphrey’s father, on his bankers, the Stourbridge and 
Kidderminster Banking Company, at Stourport, in favour 


of his daughter, payable to her under her married name, 
Mrs. Mary Anna Pumphrey. This cheque was paid by 
Mrs. Pamphrey a few days afterwards, namely, on the 20th 
of November, 1874, into the Birmingham, Dudley, and 


District Bank to her own credit. She had a small deposit 
account at that bank in her own name, which had been 
opened for her by her husband shortly after the marriage at 
her request, by the payment by Mrs, Pamphrey to her own 
éredit of £30, money drawn by her from the Post-office 
savings bank, being the accumulation of her sav- 
ings before marriage. Mrs. Pumphrey in her evidence 
states that the money in question was given to her 
by her father after her marriage with the bankrupt ex- 
pressly for the purpose of purchasing for herself a piano, 
which her father had frequently promised her; and this 
evidence is corroborated by her father, who says : ‘‘I had 
always promised to give her a piano, and one day when I 
was at her house in the month of November, 1874, she re- 
minded me of my promise. I asked her what a piano 
would cost. She said she did not know, but supposed 
about £60 or £70, whereupon I drew and gave to her a 
‘cheque upon my bankers for £100, telling her to buy a 
good one, and that it was to be for herself, for her own 
separate use.” The husband, the father states, was present 
at the time when the cheque was given ; and the bankrupt 
by his evidence supports this statement. The cheque was 
immediately or shortly afterwards paid in to her own 
account, and was in due course honoured by her father’s 
bankers. A few months after this, in November, 1875, she 
went to London on a visit to her sister, and she then pur- 
chased of Messrs. Collard the piano io question, 
and paid them £60 for it by means of a draft 
drawn by herself for that amount upon her bankers, 
This draft has been produced, and it appears to 
have been drawn by herself in her own name, and duly 
honoured by her bankers, and by them placed to the debit 
fher account. The piano was afterwards delivered to her 
‘at her husband’s house in Birmingham, where it remained 
Some five or six weeks. She then, not thinking her hus- 

’s affairs were going on prosperously, caused it to be 
Temoved to a friend’s house, who has since died. There it 
Temained until it wes taken to Mr. List’s, and @eposited 

him as a security for the £25 he advanced her upon it. 





The loan was asked for from List by the bankrapt, but it 
is expressly sworn by Mrs. Pumphrey and her husband that 
it was at the request and with the permission of the wife 
that the money was so advanced. Indeed, the receipt 
given to Mr. List at the time, and produced by him to the 
court, shows the fact to be so. The receipt is dated the 
18th of September, 1878, signed by Mrs. Pumphrey, and is 
in these words :—‘‘ Mary Anna Pumphrey agrees to let Mr. 
G. List have her Collard and Collard piano in consideration 
of his lending her the sum of £25, the piano to be returned 
on the said M. A, Pumphrey paying the said Mr. 
G. List the sum of £25 with interest at five per cent.’ 
The fair result of the evidence, in my opinion, estab- 
lishes these as the facts relating to this transaction :— 
The advance of the money by List is undoubted, and 
the transaction with bim was in every way honest and Joné 
Jide, and the only question to be considered, so far as the 
evidence is concerned, is whether it sufficiently establishes 
that the piano, or the money with which it was purchased, 
was given in such a manner and under such circumstances 
as to make it the separate property of the wife, independent 
of the control of the bankrupt, herhusband. The evidence 
of the bankrupt himself is not satisfactory. He does not 
state the facts to Mr. List correctly, so far as regards the 
possession of the piano immediately after its purchase ; nor 
does he state accurately the circumstances relating to the 
gift of the money to his wife by her father; but these in- 
accaracies are not in this case very material, as the true 
state of the facts is clearly proved by the evidence of Mrs. 
Pumphrey and her father, and corroborated in most of-the 
important particulars by the documents which have been 
produced in evidence. The father’s cheque, duly paid, 
has been produced from the father’s bankers. The bank- 
book of Mrs. Pumphrey has been produced, show- 
ing the payment of the cheque to her credit; the 
invoice of Messrs. Collard for the piano, made out 
in the name of Mrs. Pumphrey, with their receipt attached, 
has been exhibited; and the cheque with which she paid 
Messrs. Collard’s account has been produced, duly honoured, 
and cancelled after payment by her bankers. Upon these 
facts the question to be considered is, whether the piano is 
in fact the property of the husband by virtue of the jus 
mariti, or the separate property of the wife. By the common 
law the piano would undoubtedly be considered the property 
of the husband; but, as there may be a gift by a husband 
to a wife, and also by a stranger to a wife during coverture, 
which, though bad at law, would be supported in equity, the 
question arises whether this gift can be so supported. A gift 
trom a husband to a wife may be made to her separate use, 
provided it is made to her absolutely; and in the case of a 
gift by a stranger to the wife during coverture, provided it be 
given to her expressly for her separate use, with the consent of 
her husband, it would be considered by a court of equity 
as given for the separate use of the wife; and, indeed, in 
tLe case of Graham v. Londonderry (3 Atk. 393), Lord 
Hardwicke seems to have considered that a gift by a 
stranger to the wife during coverture, even though not | 
expressed to be for her separate use, would nevertheless be | 
for her separate use. In the case I have referred to, Lord , 
Londonderry, on his return from France, delivered a portrait 
of the Regent of France set with diamonds to Lady London- 
derry, saying at the same time it was a present sent her by 
the Regent of France, upon which Lord Hardwicke decided 
that, being a present from a stranger during coverture, the 
gift must be construed as a gift to her separate use. Such 
an arrangement as this need not be in writing, and it is 
well settled now (though formerly it was supposed to be 
otherwise) that such an arrangement may be effectuated 
without the intervention of trustees, and that the husband 
would be held to be merely a trustee for his wife. It is now 
quite clear that whenever personal property, as in this case, 
is given to a married woman, either before or alter marriage, 
for her separate and exclusive use without the intervention of 
trustees, equity will effectuate the intention of the parties, and 
protect the wife’s interest against the rights and claims of 
her husband, and of his creditors also (see the cases 
of Newlands v. Paynter, 4 Mylne & Craig, 408; 
Parker vy. Brooke, 9 Vesey, 84). Such is the view, I 
think, a court of equity would take of the transaction, and 
a similar view should now, I conceive, be taken by all courts, 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, having enacted 
« shat in every civil cause ormatterlawand equity shall be ad- 
ministered concurrently.” The only question now remaining 
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is whether the evidence is sufficient to establish the gift as 
having been made to the wife for her separate use, and on 
this point I entertain no doubt. I have before stated that the 
gift need not be in writing; and no particular form of words 
is necessary in order to vest the property in a married woman 
for her separate use, though the gift and the words used in 
making it must be proved by independent testimony, and the 
words used must be clear, unequivocal, and irrevocable. In 
this case the evidence, corroborated’asT have stated by inde- 

ndent testimony, proves that, in the presetce of the hus- 
omer the father gave to his daughter a cheque for £100, 
saying at the time it was given that he gave it to her for the 
purpose of purchasing a piano,.and that it was given to her 
for her sole and separate use. Nothing can be clearer or more 
distinct than the words used in making the gift, the posses- 
sion of which was irrevocably parted with at the time of the 
donee, and, in my opinion, the transaction so made and con- 
cluded is equivalent to a declaration of trast in favour of the 
wife. When the money given for the purpose of purchasing 
the piano was handed over to the wife by her father under 
the circumstances stated, it became her separate property, 
independent of the control of her husband, and its not being 


} used at the time for the purpose for which it was given, but 
| paid by the wife into her own account at the bankers, where 
; it remained for a short time, can make no difference. If the 


ae 


{ property of the wife. 
missed, and the trustee of the bankrupt’s estate must pay 
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Payment or Junons. 
Assizes, (Sir M, Ridley.) 


' purpose for which the money was given had not been ex- 


pressed at the time, the wife perhaps nevertheless might have 
used it, or a portion of it, for the purpose of purchasing a 
piano; for the money having once become her separate estate 
in the manner and by the terms in which it was given to her 
by her father, she would be competent to act with respect to 
it as if she were unmarried; for holding it to her separate 
use she took and held it with all its privileges and incidents, 
including the jus disponendi. Under these circumstances, 
and for the reasons stated, I am of opinion that the piano 
never was the property of the bankrupt, but was the separate 
The motion, therefore, must be dis- 


the costs, including the costs of Mrs. Pumphrey, whose 
attendance on the hearing, with his consent, I allowed. The 
trustee, however, if there are sufficient funds for the purpose, 


may recoup himself out of the bankrupt’s estate, and may 
have his own costs of the motion to the extent of ten guineas 
out of the bankrupt’s estate also. 
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=> 
PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES, 


The following is the Government Bill for more effectual] 
providing for the prosecution of offences in England, a 
for other purposes :— 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited as “ The Progeop. 
tion of Offences Act, 1879.” 

2. Appointment of Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, } A 
Secretary of State may from time to time appoint ay 
officer to be called the Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, 
with such salary as he may, with the consent of the 
Treasury, fix. 

It shall be the duty of the Solicitor for Public Prosecy. 
tions, under the superintendence of the Attorney.General 
to institute, undertake, or carry on such criminal proceed. 
ings (whether in the court for Crown Cases Reserved, be. 
fore sessions of oyer and terminer, before magistrates, or 
otherwise), and to give such advice and assistance to chief 
officers of police, clerks to justices, and other persons, 
whether officers or not, concerned in any criminal proceed. 
ing respecting the conduct of that proceeding, as may be 
for the time being prescribed by regulations under this 
Act, or may be directed in a special case by the Attorney. 
General. 

3. Establishment of office of Solicitor for Public Prosecutions,} 
The Attorney-General, with the approval of a Secretary of 
State, may from time to time appoint such assistants, 
officers, clerks, messengers, and servants as may, with the 
sanction of the Treasury, seem necessary for the p 
execution of his duties by the Solicitor for Public Prosecn. 
tions, and may assign them their daties, 

There shall be paid to such assistants, officers, clerks, 
messengers, and servants such salaries or remuneration 4g 
may be from time to time fixed by the Attorney-General, 
with the approval of a Secretary of State and the consent 
of the Treasury. 

The said salaries and remuneration, and the salary of 
the Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, and all expenses 
incurred in the execution of the duties of that solicitor, 
shall be paid out of moneys provided by Parliament. 

4, Delivery of recognizances, inquisitions, dc., to Solicitor 
for Public Prosecutions.| Where the Solicitor for Public 

Prosecutions gives notice to any justice or coroner that he 
has instituted, or undertaken, or is carrying on any crimi- 
nal proceeding, such justice and coroner shall at the time 
and in the manner prescribed by the regulations under 
this Act, or directed in any special case by an order of the 
Attorney-General], transmit to the said solicitor every 
recognizance, information, certificate, inquisition, deposi- 
tion, document, and thing which is connected with the 
said proceeding, and which the justice or coroner is 
required by law to deliver to the proper officer of the court 
in which the trial is to be had, and the said solicitor sball, 
subject to the regulations under this Act, cause the same 
to be delivered to the said proper officer of the court. 

A failure on the part of any justice or coroner to comply 
with this section shall be deemed to be a failure to comply 
with the said requirement to deliver to the proper officer 
of the court. 

5. Saving as to private prosecutors, and binding over persons 
to prosecute.] Nothing in this Act shall interfere with the 
right of any person to institute, undertake, or carry on aly 
criminal proceeding. 

Where any criminal proceeding is instituted, undertakes, 
or carried on by the Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, such 
solicitor shall not be bound over to prosecute or conduct 
such proceeding, or required to give security for coste, and 
it shall not be necessary to bind over any person to prose 
cute or conduct such proceeding, and if any person is 
bound over, or has given security for costs, he shall, apoo 
the Solicitor for Pablio Prosecutions undertaking the case, 
be released from such obligation, and the security shall be 
deemed to have been cancelled, and the Solicitor for Public 
Prosecutions shall be liable to costs in lieu of such person. 

The prosecution of an offender by the Solicitor for Pablic 
Prosecutions shall, for the purpose of enabling a person 1 
obtain a restitution of property, or obtaining, exercising, 
or enforcing any right, claim, or advantage whatsoeret, 
have the same effect as if such person had been bound ovet 
to prosecute and bad prosecuted the offender, subject t 
this proviso, that such person shall give all 














salay, Feb. 


EMUAY ss sees 





ay 


** y..Mar 








yw 8 
PUP 5 210 


ates u 


: 


an lg { 
Pay weld 
old 
evel 
een lB 


{ 
tre 
\, ‘ 


moto f 


PT sees 
ca 
a0 025 
Tamey 


Petitio 










ass 


Beers EstaRse SFE 


S 
s 


sass 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








on and assistance to the said solicitor in relation 


ation. 
‘ keg of regulations. ] 


The Attorney-General, with 


the 
approval of the Secretary of State, may from time to 
e, and when made, rescind, vary, and add to, 
ations for carrying into effect this Act. 
‘ie draft of all such regulations proposed to be approved 
ie Secretary of State shall be laid before both Houses of 
jigment, and shall not be finally approved by the Secre- 
of State until the draft has lain for at least forty sitting 


tefore Parliament. 


Interpretation.] In this Act, unless the context other- 
ires, the following terms have the meanings herein- 


respectively assigned to them; that is to say, 
The term “the Treasury”? means the Commissioners of 
her Majesty’s Treasury : 
term “the Secretary of State” means one of her 
Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State : 
fle term “ person ” includes a body of persons corporate 


or incorporate : 


The term ‘* Attorney-General” means her Majesty’s 
Attorney-General for England, aud her Majesty’s 


Solicitor-General for 


England whenever such 


Solicitor-General can, by reason of a vacancy in the 
office of Attorney-General, or otherwise act as the 


Attorney-General. 


§, Commencement of Act.] This Act shall come into opera- 
in on the first day of January one thousand eight hundred 
tighty, which day is in this Act referred to as the com- 


nent of this Act. 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 
APPEAL. 


Date. 


MAsTER OF THE a 
Ro V.C 


tite. . MAutins, 


wliy, Feb, 24Mr. Teesdale Mr. a aaa Mr. Merivale 
- \ - 


Viseeee 20 
£ 


day 


24Mr. Clowes 

26 Koe 

26 Clowes 
Koe 


Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 


V. C. Bacon, 


Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Merivale 
Milne 
Mr. Justice 
Fry. 

Mr. Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


V. C. Haun, 
Mr, Farrer 
King 
Farrer 
King 
Farrer 
King 


Hnany Sirtincs, Marcu 7TH To Aprit 9Tu, 1879. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 


i Linoln’ssinn aud Westminster. 
Mar, 7 


muriay .,, 8 
= sect ¢ 4PPeals. 
feosell 
App. mots. expte, 
apps. from orders 
12¢ made on interloc- 
Utory motns, & 
other apps. 
T.. lg ee apps. & or 
— 


, Appeals, 
een 18 


App. mots, ex pte. 
apps. from pd sei 
»19¢ made on interlo- 
cutery motns,, & 
— apps, 
i cy. apps. & or 
“ al reed Pps 


tees 


ca Appeals, 


Thursday .. af 





App. mots, ex pte 
apps. from orders 
made on inter- 
locatory mots., & 
other apps. 

Thursday ..27 woe epps.and or 


app’ 
Friday ....28 
Saturday ..29 Appeals. 


Wednesday..26 


Monday ....31 

TuesdayAprill 

App.motns.ex pte 
apps. from ordrs 
made on interloc- 
utory motions & 
other apps. 

Bkey. apps. & othr 
apps. 


eer coer 4 
jaturday .. 5 
Hens 


Wednesday, 2 


Monday .... 

Tueaday.... 8 

App. motns.ex pte 
apps. from orders 
made on interloo- 
utory motions & 
other apps. 


Wednesday., 9 


Petitions will be taken every Saturday during the sittings, 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
At the Rolls House. 


. » § Motns. adj. sums. 
Friday Mar. 7 & gen. pa. 
sht causes, 
Sat. seco oe 8a sumos, and 
gen. pa. 
Monday ....10 
Tuesday....1l 
Wednesday 12 General paper. 
Thursd. ....13 
. Mots., adj. sums. 
Friday wnoolt | Meee - 


Pets., sht causes, 
Saturday ...15 1a sums. & gen, 


Mon., .ecol? : 
Tuesday....18 
Wedsdy.....19¢ Seneral paper. 
Thursday ..20 

E motions. adj. 
Friday.....+2] sums., & gen. pa. 


Pets., sht. caus., | 


Saturday ..22 jaa sums, and 

gen. pa. 

Monday ooee2d 

wet om mee 

Thursday ..37 eet “ 

J ots., adj. sums. 

Friday .... 28 | S92 0 Same 

Petns, sht causes. 

Saturday....29 jes sumns., and 

gen. pa. 

Monday cae 

TuesdayAprill 

Wednesy.... 2 General paper. 

Thursday .. 3 ‘ees ai 
: 4 § Motns.,adj. sums. 

Friday .... & gen. pa. 

Pets.,sht. causes, 

Saturday .. 5{adj. sums, and 

Monday 7 , vata 

Tuesday, ..« 8 } General ied 

: Motns. adj. sums. 

Wedsdy....+ 9 {te conte 

N.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shali be 
engaged inthe Court of Appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
aes will be taken on Mondays 


0. 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the Generai 
Paper in prierity to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge's officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


Vv. C. 3mm RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 

Friday Mar. 7 i pets., 
Adj, sums, & gen 

Bat., .ccoce 8 hs 

Monday ...,10 

Tuesday ....11 

Wednesday 

Thursday ..13,.Motns, & gen, pa. 


Friday .o.<24 {iba cane Pett 


Saturday ..15 jaw sums, & gen 
Monday .....17 

Tuesday....18 } General paper. 
Wednesday,.19 

Thursday ..20,,.Mots, & gen. pa, 


General paper. 


R Sht. caus., pets.. 
riday .ec.2.2l {z aon. pa. id 


Saturday ..22 7 sums. &gen, 


Monday....24 
Tuesday.23} General a 
Wednesday 26 ees 
Thursd.....27. : ow & gen. pa. 
ht. causes, pets. 
Friday ....28 \e gen. pa. sd 
Saturday ..29 im sums. & gen. 
Monday ....31 
TuesdayAprill > General paper. 
Wednesday. uy — 
Thursday ...3..Motns & gen. pa, 
os Short causes, pets, 
Friday, eee. 4 ie gen. pa. 





| Monday.... 7 


Saturday .. 5 = sums & gen. 
pa. 


Tuesday... 3} General paper. 

Wednesday.. 9,.Motns. & gen. pa. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
Same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
eourt with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Friday, Mar. 7..General paper. 
Pets. sht. causes, 
Saturday .. 8f een. pa. 
Monday .....10..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....11 id 
Wednewday..12} General paper. 
Motns., adj. sums. 
Thurs., ....13 & gen. pa. 
Friday ....14,..General paper. 
= § Pets., sht. caus 
Saturday ...15 {& gen. pa. J 
Monday ....17...In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....18 
Wednesiay..19} General pager. 
4 Motns, adj. sums, 
Thursday ..20 1& gen. pa. 
Friday.... 21..General paper. 

, 9a § Petns,, sht. caus. 
Saturday... 22 { & gen pa. 
Monday....24...In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday .. 25). 

Wednesday 36} General paper. 
There. <05.31 | eee Al. wm 
Friday .. a aoe. a 
3 > Petns., sht, ca 
Mbsccccce gt ay 
Monday....3!..In Bankruptey. 


TuesdayApril 
Wedsdy ... 2 } General paper. 


. motas. aij. sums. 
Thursday .. 3}& gon ba. 
Friday .... 4..General paper . 
~ § Petns.,sht. caus. 
Saturday....5 gen. pa. 

Monday .... 7..10 Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday .... 8..General paper. 
Wednesday.. ¥ i a some. 
Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 
Any cause intended to de 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the caase book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putin the paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary must be left in 
court with the judge’s ollicer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper, 


V. Cc, Sm CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln's -inn, 
Friday, Mar, 7,.Pets & gen pa. 


Sht. caus, adj, 
Saturday .. 8 padeg yan 
Monday....10 


Rueaday-- ot Goneral paper. 
Wedn sday..12 
Thursday ..13.. Mots, & gen. pa, 





Friday....., 14... Pets, & gen, pa. 
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Saturday ..15 Sht; causes, adj 


papers must be left in court with 
sums. & gen. pa. 


the judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put into the 
paper. - 


17 
8} General paper. 


Friday ....2),.Pets, & gen. pa. 


Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday ..22 { sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....24 


Tuesday....25 > General paper. 

Wednes, 26 

‘Thursday ..27...Mots. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....28. —s & gen, -s 
ht. caus., s 

Sat. ..000029 jpoolty - Rig 

Monday....3 


i 
TuesdyApril 1 } General paper. 
Wednesday 2 

Thurs. .... 3.,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 4,.Pets, & Gen. pa. 


Sht. caus, adj 
Saturday .. 5 xl & gen. pa. 
Mon., 


coos 7 
Tuesday .. & { General paper. 
Wedsdy.... 9..Motns, & gen. pa. 


Mr. Justicr FRY, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


Friday Mar. 7 
Saturday .. af General paper. 


Monday ....10 
Tuesday.-ee1] 
Wednesday..12 
Thursday ..13 
Friday ....14 
Saturday ..15 
Monday....17 
Tuesday....18 
Wednesday..19 
Thorsday ..20 

21 

24 

25 

6 


General paper. 


General paper. 


Friday .... 
Saturday ..22 
Monday .... 
Tuesday.... 


Wednesday. 2 
b cea 1. General paper. 
Friday ....28 


Further Considerations will be Saturday ..29 


taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Cause must be 80 
marked in the Cause Book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIvistovy. 
Order of Court—Order of Transfer. 
Friday, the 14th day of February, 1879. 

Whereas from the present state of business before the 
Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins, 
Sir James Bacon, Sir Charles Hall, and Mr. Justice Fry, it 
is expedient that a portion of the causes assigned to the 
Master of the Rolls, and the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard 
Malins, and Sir Charles Hall, and now standing for trial or 
hearing before their lordships, should be transferred to the 
court of the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and for the 
urpose only of trial or of hearing be transferred from the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry: Now 
I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Earl Cairns, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that 
the several causes set furth in the schedule hereto be ac- 
cordingly transferred from the Master of the Rolls and the 
Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins and Sir Charles Hall to 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and taken as causes 
assigned to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and be 
marked in the cause books accordingly. And I do further 
order that the same causes when so transferred be for the 
purpose only of trial or of hearing transferred from the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir James Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry; but no 
order made by the Master of the Rolls or the Vice-Chancellors 
Sir Richard Malins and Sir Charles Hall is to be varied or 
teversed otherwise than by the Court of Appeal. And this 
order is to be drawn up by the registrar, and set up in the 
several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court 


of Justice. 
SCHEDULE. 


From the Master of the Rolls’ cause book. 
Baynes v Flower Action Witnesses 1873 B 354 
Jones v Blessley Action Witnesses 1878 J 97 
Flight v Kino Action Witnesses 1878 F 118 
Kite v North ow Tramway Company ction 
Witnesses 1878 K 98 
Moody v Steggles Action Witnesses 1878 M 121 
Ranken v a Action Witnesses 1877 R 152 
Boddington v Hamilton Action Witnesses 1877 B 287 
Robertson v Aubertin Action Witnesses 1878 R 165 
Pugh v Golden Valley Railway Company Action Cross 
examination on affidavits 1877 P 276 
Jarvis v Sprott Action Liverpool D R 1878 J 214 
Campbell v Schultz Action Witnesses 1878 C 244 
Clark y Dunn Action Witnesses 1878 O 381 
Birks v King Action Witnesses 1878 B 422 
Maillard v Cornelius Action Witnesses 1878 M 10 
Taylor v Grange Action Witnesses 1878 T 60 
Swansea Improvements and Tramways Company v County 
cae — for Glamorganshire Action Witnesses 
2 


Monday ....31 
Rr ana, 
ednesday.. 2 
theres. 3 > General paper. 
Priday .... 4 
Saturday .. 5 
Monday.... 7 


Tuesday.... 8% General paper. 
Wednesday., st oe 








Hoare v Grissell Action Witnesses 1873 229 

Hoare v Gray Action Witnesses 1878 9 239 

Schofield v Dearden Action Witnesses 1878 ¢ g 

Eley v James Action Witnesses 1878 E77 

Wilson v Church Action Witnesses 1878 W 8] 

The National Bolivian Navigation Company ’ 
Action 1878 N 28 

Long v Crossley Action Cross examination op sf 
1877 L 126 

Smedley v Ashe Action Witnesses 1878 § 324 

In re Fairhal] deceased, Godden v Godden Action 
motion for judgment 1876 F 29 

In re Whitfield deceased, British Mutual Inna 
Company Limited v Whitfield Action ij 
1878 W 258 

From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins’ cay), 

Hawkins v Johnson Action 1877 H 299 

In re Elliott deceased, Elliott v Elliott Action jg 
144 

Owen v Nicholson Action 1877 O 27 

Van Cleef v Pool Action Witnesses 1877 VY 17 

In re Raynolds deceased, Baker v Raynolds Action } 
nesses 1878 R 49 

Downs v Pursell Action Witnesses 1878 D 39 

Ratcliff vy Vernon Motion for judgment 1877 R 11) 

Dollman v Jones Action Witnesses 1877 D 139 

Bunbury v Gardner Action Witnesses 1877 B 3% 

Spiller v Paris Skating Rink Action 1877 § 119 

Munro v Earl de la Warr Action 1878 M 161 

Pearson v Le Rossignol Motion for judgment 1877 ? 

Parker v Lechmere Motion for judgment 1878 P 15 

Hart v Gilbert Action 1878 H 281 

Bradley v Chadwick Motion for jndgment 1878 3B 1 

Worcester City and County Bank v Randall Actin 
motion for judgment 1878 W 266 

Whitehill v Tanner Action 1878 W 362 

In re Jackson deceased, Jackson v Jackson Action Vi 
nesses 1878 J 103 

Birley v Sisson Motion for judgment 1878 B 6,583 

Dingsford v Williamson Action Witnesses 1878 Ki 
From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall’s cause y 

Evans v Wade Action Witnesses 1877 E 114 

Sykes v Howarth Action Witnesses 1878 § 19 

Saxton vy Wadham Action Witnesses 1878 $ % 

Jones v Rees Motion for judgment Witnesses 1878! 

Fanev Fane Action Witnesses 1878 F 9 

Hole v Bradbury Action Witnesses 1878 H 91 

Attorney-General v Tomline Action Witnesses 1fii 
105 


BIRTHS, 


2-Feb, 
go Ruseel 
) 1.—Feb. 1 


Cowell v Barrett Action Witnesses 1878 C 39 
In re Westcott deceased, Simpson v Westoott 4 
Witnesses 1878 W 140 
Sutcliffe v James Action Witnesses 1877 5 429 
Newbiggin by the Sea Gas Company, Limited v An 
Action Radi 1878 N 81 
Hyam v Terry Action Witnesses 1877 H 471 
Chapman v Corpe Action Witnesses 1878 0 16 
Chorlton v Dickie Action Witnesses 1875 0 218 
Casson y Newsome Action Witnesses 1878 0 dlf 
Evans v Luck Action Witnesses 1878 E 109 
In re Kelsall deceased, Walley v Kelsall Action 
1878 K 61 
Debock v Debook Action Witnesses 1878 D 8% 
Real and Personal Advance Company, Limited v Mas 
Action Witnesses 1878 R 223 é 
Anglo-Italian Bank v Davies Action Witnesses ! 
76 


Carns, 
None of the causes in the above schedule will be p# 
the paper for hearing before Monday, the 24thof la 
inst., unless by the written consent of all i 
R. H. Lzacu, 5@ 
ed 
SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


the Ma 
nent, Pl 





= 





Feb. 26.—Mr. Epmunp W.. RicHARDSON, 
p-m., Freehold Ground Rents (see adv 


At the Paris Exhibition Kinahan’s LL Wh 
the highest award in ite class, viz. the Gold 
confirming the signal success it achieved at the 2 
hibition, where, in 1865, it received a similar a' 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Febraary 20, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Annuitias, April, °85, 93 


8 § 6g oat, Come 3,963 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
7 eet Rednced, 96h | Ex Bille, #1000, 24 per Ct.20 pm. 
Cont 
Wa a 194 Piste, 2100 & aver 20 
. m. 
AY 1 Liggmmpyer coats Jn Bank’ of England Stock, 257 


’ perant., Jan. "94 


Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account. 


On af 


} 894 
Action 

fot 

This 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
per Cent.July, "80,103 ; Enf.Pr.5§ per Cent., May, 81 
‘Agoount,— Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Cent., Oot. °88, 1024 7 


Oy om, 
Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 








4 ito, Certificates — 
Witegdlll jsced Ppr..4 per Cont. Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
iot,t., 9 per C..Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 
case by 
ion Isr fl BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
v min—Feb. 12, at Layston House, Reading, the wife of 
Action ages? Russell Butler, barrister-at-law, of ason. _ 
y.—Feb. 18, at 90, Ladbroke-grove, Notting-hill, the 
) 39 sof Walter Coode, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
R MARRIAGE. 
10 Tih s-Muncer.—Feb. 14, at St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 
) 139 wboarne-grove, Alfred Weeks, solicitor, Plymouth, to 
7 B 3%) yy Malcolm Mercer. 
DEATH. 
1 p—Fob, 12, at 9, S. Alban’s Villas, Highgate-road, 


Paul Wood, of 6, Raymond’s-buildings, Gray’s-inn, 
78 P 5 ed. 


878 B aif 
Action 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TuesDay, Feb, 18, 1879. 
in, James, jun, Isaac Oliver Jones, Alfred Billson, and George 
et Jones, Liverpool, Solicitors. Feb i5 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
LIim!Tep tn CHAancery. 





ction Wj 


} 5,588 
1878 Ki} 


cause by Fripay, Feb. 14, 1879, 
14 Tea Agency, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Feb 22 at 12, at 
: 19 — ag the time and place for the appointment of an 

light Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented 
3 1873) Gs, to be heard before V.C. Malins on Feb 28. Vallance 

Vallance, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioners 
H 91 LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
aseg 158 TuEspaY, Feb{18, 1879. 

Bottle Works Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
| iFeb 25, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Mar 1}. 
89 _ st, agent for Murly and Sons, Bristol, solicitors for the 
cote 1 

p Miller and Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R. 
Feb 3, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
] and Middleton, John st, Bedford row, agents for Skinner, 
v d, solicitor for the petitioner 

t Miler and Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Feb 28 at 12 
mn " thambersasthe time and place for the appointment of an 
© 16 Commercial Company, Limited—By an order made by 
C ins, Oated Feb 7, it was ordered that the above company be 
0 and Co, Mark lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

rt for _ Paract) Hydropathic Establishment, Limited.— 
09 has fixed Feb 27 at 12 at his chambers as the time and 
" + ee of an official liquidator 

Tunhe!, Limited.—V.0, Bacon has fixed Mar 4 at 12 at his 
D miersas the time and place for the appointment of an official 


lbrigage of England Association, Limited.—Petition for windin 
ted Feb 15 directed to be heard before the M.R. on Mar a 
chambers, solicitor fcr the petitioner 


es Sagar Refining Company, Limited.—By an order made b 
Nalios, dated Feb 7, it was ordered that the voluntary Winding 
TArRs, + Taylor and Hales, Gray’s inn 9q, solicitors for the 
be for Sales and Exchan 
: ges, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Feb 
1 of Wat his chambers as the time and place for the appointment of 
8. 


baby y, Limited.—V.0. Malins has directed ti 
ype fr the purpose of ee hele wishes as to ae 
. Proposed com lon of 4s, 6d, in t nd, t 
OR a LR 
r, y ana,tto cron ~ C) bank, Laurence 


Stanwantes oF Coanwa' 
pany, Ltalted Pett fo 

_ r wind 
to be heard bofore the. Vice Werden, ot tine 
Mar 11,80, Adidavite intended to be 
ya pet eS 
, e notice must 
| ' be given to the tioners, or th le 
» Da Traro, solicitors for pe — 


Friendly Societies 
Farpay, Feb. 14, 1879. 
Campsall Female Tne See Campsall, York. Feb 8 
AY, » 18, o 
Sons of Freedom Society, Raffles’ Memorjal Rooms, Greenland st,. 
Liverpool. Feb 12 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb. 14, 1879. 

Brown, James Pennycock, Serra de Cocaes, Brazil. May 10. Brazilian 
Land and Mining Company, Limited v. Robertson, M.R. Greatorex, 

Bullers: Jo Ly Edgbast Birmingb: Omnib' Proprietor. 

ers, Joseph, ‘on, nr am, us ietor. 

Mer 14. Thomas vy. Richardson, M.R. Neville and Atkins, Tam- 
worth 

Court, John Gray, Flore, Northampton, Cattle Dealer. Mar 14. West 
v. Court, M.R. Roche, Daventry 

Crowdy, James, York terrace, Regent’s Park, Gent. Mar 15. Burges 
v. Orowdy, V.C. Hall, Gadsden and Treherne, Bedford row 

Dyer, Alfred Kynaston, Ventnor. Mar 24. Corbould y. Evans, V.C. 
Hall. Eagles, John st, Bedford row 

Griffiths, David, Pantyrebolian, Carnarvon, Farmer. Mar 10. Hughes 
v. Jones, V.C. Hall. Jones and Co,Qarnarvon 

— Joseph, Guildford, Esq. Mar 11. Hardwick v, Colebroek, 
V.C. Bacon. Mould, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Loughnan, Andrew Robert, Major Bengal Army. May 10, Loughnan 
y. Loughnan, V.C. Malins. Tatham, Old Broad st 

York, Richard, Liverpool, Gent. Mar 7. York v. Godfrey, M.R. 
Titley, Abchurch chambers, Abchurch lane 

Young. Harman, Dorking, Farmer. Mar 10. Young v. Young, V.C. 
Bacon. Warren, Bloomsbury sq 

Tuespay, Feb. 18, 1879. 

Birch, David Peter, York, Coal Merchant. Apr !. Birch v. Birch, V.C. 
Hail. Jones, Coney st, York 

Jordan, James, Eastbourne, Gent. Mar 20. Jordan v. Jay, V.C. Bacon. 
Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors commons ‘ 

Lees, Frederick Crewe, Burslem, Solicitor. Mar 20. Hollinshead v. 
Lees, V.C. Malins. Sutton, Burslem 

Medd, —_ Kingston-upon-Hall, Tailor. Mar 15. Locke v. Medd, 
v.O, . Watson, Kingston-upoo-Hull “ 

Robinson, Thomas, North Shields, Grocer. Mar 20. Robinson v. 
Robinson, V.C. Malins. Fenwick, North Shields 

Stone, George, South Bank, Regent's Park, Gent, Mar 18. Budd v. 
Seeley, M.R. Turner, Sackville st, Piccadilly ; 

Walmsley, William Jobr, Lupus st, Pimlico, Pianoforte Maker. Mar 
14, Walmsley v. Walmsley, M.k. Bohm, Old Jewry 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
- Last Day of Claim. 
TueEspDAY, Feb. 11, 1879, 

Adams, Rev’ Henry, Campbell rd, Bow. Aprill. Rollit and Sons, 
Mark lane d 

Ballantyne, Alexander John, Lieutenant of H.M.S. Pallas. Mareh 4. 
Hallett and Co, St Martin’s place, Trafalgar sq . 

Beeks, Edward, Bristol, Artist. March 30. Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Bennett, Edwin Horatio, Wa‘erloo rd, Lambeth. Mar 20. Hollams 
and Co, Mincing lane ‘ 

Boyd, John, Gracecharch st, Iron Merchant. Mar 31. Angeline Boyd, 
Upperton Villa, Eastbourne 

Bradiey, Daniel, Small Heath, Warwick, Screw Manufacturer. Mar 1. 
Burton, Birmingham : 

Clarke, Charles, Cropwell Butler, Nottingbamshire, Yeoman. May I. 
Butlin and Parr, Nottingham ; 

Cooke, Caroline Elizabeth, Askham’ Lodge, Dulwich, Wood Park. 
Mar 31. Sale and Turner, Aldermanbary 

Crawshay, Francis, Sevenoaks, Kent, Esq. April 15. Lynne and Hol- 
man, Gt Winchester st - 

Duff, James, Upper Brook st, Grosvenor sq, a Major in H.M,’s Army. 
Mar 21. Barnes and Bernard, Finsbury-circus 

Fison, Joseph, Ipswich, Corn Miller, “April 10. Notcatt and Son, 

Ipswich 

Fouer, John Slade, Wells, Somerset, Gent. Mar 29, Foster, Wells 

Frazer, Louisa Alicia, Haversham, Buckingham. Mar 28. Mossop, 

Cannon st 

Garland, Sarah, Haslemere, Surrey, Mar 31. Arnold and Co, Carey st, 

Lincoln’s-inn 

George, Alfred, Stoke Bishop, nr Bristol, Esq. April 30. Fussell and 


, Bris 
Grisdale, Mark, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Feb 25. Taylor, Barrow- 


in-Furness ) 
Harding, George, Northington. Southampton, Gent. Mar25. Prior 


and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

oy Asenath, Vauxhall bridge rd. Mar 25, Jameson, Verulam 

bldgs, Gray’s-inn 

Johnson, Phillip, Edgbaston. Birmingham, Corn Factor. Jane 24. 
Powell and Brewitt, Birmingham 

Lechmere, Rev Anthony Berwick, Hanley Castle, Worcester. Mar 25. 

Garmston, Hyde, Worcester 

Maud ae Thornton Heath, Surrey. Mar 22. 

st, Stran 

Morley, Joseph Robert, Woodbridge, Suffulk. Earthenware Dealer. 
April4, Welton, Woodbridge 

ey bese Mosbrough. Derby, Gent. Mar 25, Alderson and 
» Eckiogton 

Nash, Edward Charles Carpenter, Greenwich, Pawnbroker. Mar 20. 

Bawkins, Leadenhall st 

Ormond, Jane Hitchcock, Millbrook, Southampton. Mar 25, Wood, 


Fich st hill 
Parsons, William Tuearsly, Newenden, Kent. March 1. Batler,. 


Rye 

— Eliza, Kentish Town rd. Mar 4. Wyatt Papworth, Biooms- 
jury et 

Pe Elizabeth, Hensingham, Cumberland. Mar 8, Brockbank 
Whitehaven 1 : rR 6 


Potts, Hutton, Roxborough Park, Harrow, Gent. Mar 29. Pyks and 
Minobin, Newgate st 
















Kipping, Essex 





Roebuck, Martha, Almondbury, York, Marl. Edwia and Qo, Hud 
dersfield 
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Feb. 23, 1m, 





Russell, Elizabeth, Streatham, Surrey. Mar 25. Winter and Co, Bed- 
rd row 

Slade, Jane, Aston Tircold, Berks. May 31. Hedges and Co, Walling- 
ford 

one Henry, Liverpool, Surgeon. Mar6. Rowe and Co, Liver- 
poo. 


Thomas, Elizabeth, Rye, Sussex. Marl. Butler, Rye 
a ac Charles, Portswood, Southampton; Esq. Mar 10. Watkin, 
Tay’s inn-sq z 

Vaillant. Albert, Meadowleigh, Weybridge, a Major in H.M.’s Army. 
April 10. Bannister and Fache, John st, Bedford row 

Vincent, Edward Martin, Forty Farm, Wembly, Staff Commander R.N. 
Mar 25. Prior and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Walker, Sarah Bower, Haker st, Portman sq. Mar 31. Sale and 
T Alderman 


urner, bury 
Fray, Feb. 14, 1879. 
Abinger, Sarah, Lady Dowager, Queensgate terrace, Kensington. 
Mar 31. Batten, Gt George st, Westmin:ter 
rose Elizabeth, Leigh Villas, Essex. May 1. Wightwick and Co, 
terbury 
— Thomas Christopher, Warlaby, York, April10. Wray, Ley- 
urn 
Breton, Peter Wright, Polygon, Southampton, Esq. Mar 10. Dimond 
and Son, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 
eg se, Sudbury, Suffolk, Yeoman. Mar 30. Andrewes end 
lo, Sudbury 
Burridge, Rev Edward, Westley Waterless, Cambridge, Clerk. Mar 28. 
Mead and Daubney, King’s Bench walk, Temple 
Carter, Elizabeth Ursula, Tonbridge, Kent. April 1. 
Goddard, South sq, Gray’s-inn 
Churchill, William, Haverstock st, City rd,Gent. Mar 25. Dupree, 
Theobald’s rd 
oo, Mary Walker, Sowerby Bridge, York. Aprii 21. Dunning and 
ay, Leeds 


Clissold, Lavinia, Reading, Berks. Mar 15. Slocombe, Reading 

Coulson, Michael, South Stockton, York, Yeoman. Mar ll. Newby 
and Co, Stockton-on-Tees 

Crewe, Randolph Henry, Wycombe. Bucks, Esq. Mar 14. Freshfields 
and Williams, Bank vldgs, London 

Darlay, Joho, sen., Lancham, Nottingham, Farmer. Mar 19. Mar- 
shall, East Retford 

Davies, Edward Owen, Llwynymapsis, Salop, Farmer. Mar15. Min- 
Shalls and Co, Oswestry 

Dicker, John, Rectory rd, Stoke Newington, Gent, Mar 14. Brook 
and Co, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 

Dunstan, Anne, Saint Gluvias, Cornwall. Feb 18. 
mouth 

Emmott, James Booth, Keighley, York, Clerk. Mar 25. Weatherhead 
and Burr, Keighley 

Ferryman, Robert Augastus, Downton, Wilts, Esq. Aprill. Peacock 
and Goddard, Sou:h sq, Gray’s-inn 

— John Slade, Wells, Somerset, Gent. Mar 29. 


Peacock and 


Jenkins, Fal- 


Foster, 


e 

Gilbert, Charles, Upper Tooting, Surrey, Indpt. Minister. April }. Card 
end Co, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st 

Gilbert, Zachariah, Harborne, Stafford, out of business. March 25, 
Canning ard Co, Birmingham 

Isabella, Burnand (and not Burnard, as printed in Gazette of 7th inst.) 
How, Swan walk, Chelsea. Mar 25. Druce and Co, Billiter sq. 

Howe, William, Clay Cross, Derby, Mining Engineer. May 24. Grat- 
ton and Marsden, Chesterfield 

Jameson, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Rardwareman, April 10, 
Allan and Davies, Newcastle 

Johnson, Mary, Rudheath Lordship, Chester. Mar 31. Cheshire and 
Son, Northwich 

Lockwood, William, East Bridgeford, Notts, Farmer. April 7. 
Richards and Woodward, Nottingham 

Malyon, Elizabeth, Linton, Cambridge. Mar 13. Smith, Staple-inn 

Marshall, John, Ramsgate, Kent, Gent. Mar18, Shaen and Co, Bed- 
ford row 

McLanachban, Hannah, Chesterfield, Refreshment-house Keeper, 
May 24. Gratton and Marsden, Chesterfield 

Ormond, Jane Hitchcock, Miilbrook, Southampton, Mar 25. Wood, 
Fish st Hill 

Page, John, Dorking, Surrey, Gent. 
Chancery-lane 

— Rhoda, Halesworth, Suffolk, Mar 31. Cross and Ram, Hales- 
wor! 

Pearson, Eliza Sarah, Tunbridgs Wells, Kent. 
Gray’s-inn-sq 

— Thomas, Halifax, Coachbuilder. 


Mar 25. Nickinson and Co, 


Mar 25. Stuart, 


March 31. Barber, Hali- 


fax 

Raimore, Mary Crombe, Thorverton, Devon. Mar 25. Thatcher, 
Bennett’s-hi'l, Doctor’s-commons 

Rosenberg, Julia, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester. June 1, { Storer, 
Manchester 

Shemwell, Joseph, Gt Longstone, Derby, retired from business, May 7. 
Taylor, Bakewell 

a Matilda, Patricroft, nr Manchester. May 7. Taylor, Bake- 
we 


() 
Simpkins, Sabina, York rd, Lambeth. Mar 15. Pownall and Co, 
Staple-inn 
Smith, Thomas, York, Gent. April 25. Ware, York 
ed George, Epsom, Surrey, Surgeon. Mar 15, Slocombe, 
eading 
Thompson, Jane Mary, Barrow-on-Furness, Feb 25, Taylor, Barrow- 
in-Furness 
Thompson, John, Chesterficld. Derby, Watchmaker. April 25. Grat- 
ton and Marsden, Chesterfield 
Williamson, Rev John, Theale, Somerset, Clerk. May 1. Hill, Wor- 


cester 
Bankrupts. 
Frivay, Feb. 14, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Boddington, William Charles, Clement’s lane, Hardware Merchant, 
Pet Febli. Murray. Feb 28 at 12 





Bracher, Great Ormond st, Bloomsbury Dome ae 
Brougham. Feb 25 Tr 12 ‘ena itil Pet Pa 1, 
Crockett, Rowland Henry Vavghton. cour’ 
Stockbroker, Pet Feb 10. Pepys. ” Feb 28 at 130 Throgmariog 
Gale, Henry, Westminster chambers, Victoria st, Civil Engineer 
pt. ~ pean. Fe mat ‘4 Pet 
ibbs, Sidney, Hart loomsbury, Decorator. Pet 
rete a Ge: ie hant. — 
‘anter, Ado’ eap: ner erchant. Pet Feb7, 
26atl2 7 7. Ponty 
7m oid To Seeapatote the Country. 
Blakewa arlotte, Hartlebury, Worcester, Farmer, 
Talbot.” Kidderminster, Feb 25-t 12 i Pet Pay, 
Catterall, William David, Manchester, Agent. Pet Jan 19 lite 
Manchester, March 3 at ll : 
Hibell, William, Birmingham, Wine Manufacturer. Pet Feb) 
Birmingham, March 10 at 2 » Pen, 
Horsfall, George, Hunslet, York, Lath Manufacturer, Pet Pay, 
Marshall. Leeds, March 5 at 11 , 
Parry, Edwin Owen, Llandudno, Carnarvon, General Drapgr, Petby 
10. Jones. Bangor, Feb 26 at 1 
Smith, Samuel, Halifax. Pet Feb8. Rankin. Halifax, Feb 24aty) 


TuespaY, Feb. 18, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Regisinr 
To Surrender in London, i 
Jessup, William, Victoria st, South Haekney, out of business, Per Pa 
14. Pepys. March 5 at 12 
Searing, Emma, Winchester st, Mile End New Town, Pot Feb i, 
Hazlitt. Mareh 5 at It 


To Surrender in the Country, 
Marshall, Richard, Hooley Hill, near Ashton-under-Lyne, Pat Faby, 
Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, March 5 at1l 
Smith, John, Nottingham, Baker. Pet Feb13. Patchitt, Neti. 
ham, March 10 at 2 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Feb. 14, 1879. 
Chapman,G H J M » Military Barracks, Chatham, fa) 
Starkey, Nathaniel, Devonshire road, Hackney, Sail and Sack May. 
facturer. Feb 13 
Walker, James, Armley, near Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer, ep Il 


Tvugspay, Feb 18, 1879. 
Gill, Edward, Brampton, near Cuesterfield, Grocer, Feb 12 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MK&ETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Faiay, Feb. 14, 1879. 

Allison, Edward, Millfields, Sunderland, Builder, March5at Wat 
offices of Skinner, John st, Sanderland \ 

Anderson, William Dyer, Milton Damerel, Devon, Clerk in Hiy 
Orders, #eb 27 at 12 at Golden Lion Hotel, Barnstaple. Burch 

Arrowsmith, Robert, Birmingham, Jewellers’ Factor, Feb aia 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson st, Birmingham. Fitier 

Ashworth, James, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer, Feb 26 at2atdins 
of Knowles, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Atkinson, William, Lingdale, York, Draper. March 3 as 12 atolls 
of Kobson. Linthorpe road, Middlesborough 

Atkinson, William, Broachdale, York, Farmer. Feb 26 at®at ig 
Hotel, Great Driffield. Cooper, Bridlington 

Avann, William Alfred, Aston, near Birmingham, Cab Proprietor. Pa 
25 at 11 at ottices of Phillips, Victoria road, Aston 

Baldwin, Abraham, Guiseley, York, Weaver. Feb 26 at 3 at oficsd 
Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 

Ball, William Thomas, Middlesborough, Corn Dealer. Feb 27 atlia 
offices of Robson, Linthorne road, Middlesborough 

Ballard, Edward Harry, Wroughton, Wilts, Draper. Feb %atll¢ 
offices of Barns, Wood st, Swindon 

Barnard, John Edmund, Bethersden, Kent, Farmer, Feb 28atié 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford. Hallett and Co, Ashford 

Barnes, John, Werneth, Lancaster, out of business, March atta 
offices of Whitaker, St Peter’s st, Oldham 

Barratt, James, Betchton, Chester, Farmer. Feb 23 at 11 atolioad 
Pointon, Albert chambers, Church side, Crewe 

Baty, Elizabeth, Darlington, Durham, Innkeeper. Feb 26 a lt 
offices of Steavenson and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darlington 

Bird, William, Sutton St Michael, Hereford, Farmer. Feb 28 at lia 
at Hop Market Hotel, Worc-ster. Corner, Hereford 

Blackburn, Colin George, Beaufort buildings, Strand, out of businet. 
March 6 at 12 at offices of Warry and Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

Bond, John, Feniton, Devon, Innkeeper, Feb 27 at 3 at Railway Hod, 
Sidmouth Junction, Feniton. Jeffery, Oitery St Mary 

Bowman, Robert Modre, Orchard House, Blackwall, Coal Contrast 
March 5 at 2 at offices of Mackay and Co, Lochoury. 
Co, Lombard st 

Bowser, Benjamin, Spalding, Lincoln, Common Brewer, 
at White Hart Hotel, Spaiding. Harvey, Spalding Lines, 

Briggs, Thomas Daniel, and James Dundas Shera, Horncastle, oe 
Bootmakers. Feb 26 at 11 at Albion Hotel, Lincoln. Tweed, 


castle 
Bristow, George, Gilberdike, York, Grocer. Feb 25 at 2 at offices 
Pickering, Parliament st, Hull, Hind, Goole ia 
Brown, James, Wolverhampcoa, no occupation. March Lath 
of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton Feb 21 
Bruerton, James, Darlaston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
Mareh 6 
Ey 


Feb 26a! 


11 at offices of Slater and Marshall, Butcroft, Darlaston 
Bukhsh, Peer, Ruasell square, Dealer in Precious Stones. 

3 at Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Lewis and 

Holborn ; 
Borley, James, Oldham, -Grocer. Feb 27 at’3 at offices of Clegss 


St, int 
Busby, Samuel, Sedgley, Stafford, Retail Brewer. Feb 26 at Hi 

Hovel, Mount Plessent, Biston. Fellows, Mount Pleasant 
Butterworth, Robert, Denton, Lancaster, Gi 

chants’ Hotel, Oldham st, Menchester Drinkwater, 
Callender, Edwin Romaine, Barcon-upon-Irwell, The 

March 3 at 11 at offices of Smith, King st, Manchester 











fobs 22, 1879. 
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+ Poy New Thornton Hea’ Builde 
A ,, George James, th, Surrey, r. Feb 
wget ffices of Armstrong and. Lamb, Old Jewry 
Throgmarin ots st cee stoengata; Blackburn, Grocer. Fob 26 at 3 at offiees 
Engineer of Holland, Northgate, Blackburn } 
Pat (yqoll, James, Bowling, York, Commission Wool Comber. Feb 22 at 
Feb 10, on, 10,80 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, Brad- 


William Caine, Earlstown, Lancaster, Cabinet Maker. March 

4 st3 at offices of Pembertonand Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Thomas, Crosby square, Agent. Feb 27 at 1 at Auction 
ard. Tanner, Circus place, Finsbury circus 








se 
Rattan, BE isn, Serab Ann, Glaston, Rutland, Beer Dealer. Feb 26 at 12.30 
a0 10, Liga at offices of Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chambers, Friar lane, 
2 iter 
t Feb? pl Frederick Balsir, Theatre Royal, Drury lane, Theatrical 
‘Rey, Be Sanager. March 5 at 2atInns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
. Perry Chatterton, Ludgate hill 
0 Clarke, George, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Coal Merchant, Feb 24 at 
Ape, Pat 2g lat Red Lion Inn, Salisbury. Moore and Harvey, Wimborne Minster 
Clayton, James, Leicester, Grocer, March 4 at 3 at offices of Shires, 
9 Feb Mat) Market st, Leicester 


Lei 
William John, Hereford, out of business. Feb 28 at 4 at 
offices of Corner, High town, Hereford 
Thomas, Dudley, Fruiterer. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of Tinsley, 







iste, FO Mhoryst, Dudley 
. Cooper, John, Bath, Oil Merchant. March 3 at 3 at offices of Payne 
eas, Pat ky wi Fuller, Prince’s buildings, Bath 





alter Henry, Leicester, 
right, Galloway gate, ; 
Cotton, Louis, Newport, Isle of Wight, Tailor. Feb 27 at 11 at offices 
of Poole, Bartholomew close, London 


Surgeon. Feb 25 at 3 at offices of 





» Po Fey, 













- Pot Raby, ham Baker, Manchester, Tobaccouist. Feb 28 at 3 at offices 
of McEwen, Lloyd st, Manchester 

itt. Nitty. Davis, Austin, Worthing, Sussex, out of business. Feb 24 at 3 at offices 
of Goodman, North st, Brighton ‘ 





Dawson, Edward, Glentworth, Lincoln, Farmer. March 4 at 11 at 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Lincoln. Dale, Lincoln 

Day, James, Leicester, Bootmaker. Feb 28 at 12 at offices of Harvey, 
Milistone lane, Leicester 

Dearden, Abraham, Church st, Spitalfields, Wholesale Clothier. March 
3 at 2 at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Attenborough, St 
Paul’s churchyard 

Dearden, James Mottram, Middle Hulton, Lancaster, Cab Proprietor. 






itham, Pa; 
| Sack Many. 





er, Feb It 





















2 March 5 at 3 at offices of Grundy, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Doble, William, Bedminster, Bristol, Builder. Feb 27 at 12 at offices 
of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 
Donner, Robert, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 27 at 11 at 
offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 
ch 5 at dat Donnison, William, Fazeley, Warwick, Grocer. Feb 27 at !1 at offices 
of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
rk in Ty Downing, Nicholas Berriman, Wells, Somerset, Paper Manufacturer. 
_ Bured March 6 at 2 at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 
eb 27 at 3 at Drabble, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Farmer. Feb 28 at 1.30 at Angel 
Hotel, Chesterfield, Bromehead and Co, $heffield 
t 2 at occas papeaion, Crest Driffield, York, Builder, Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
inn, Market place, Great Driffield 
12 atolls Dunkley, John, Brookfields, Birmingham, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Feb 
21 at 11 at offices of Wright, broad st, Birmingham 
at 2 at Keys Duon, Edward, Kingston-upon-Hul!. Feb 25 at 2 at George Hotel, 
7 Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hull, Jackson, Kingston-upon-Hall 
rietor, Fed Basterbrook, John, Retford, Nottingham, Corn Miller. Feb 25 at 2 at 
Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society, Aldine court, High st, 
ab oes Sheffield, Broomhead and Co, Shetfield 
ar atl Eckert, Martin, Henry villas, Highgate, Baker. Feb 27 at 11 at offices 
aT atl g of Rawlings, Bishopsgate st Within 
95 at lla Esdaile, Alfree, Bewdley, Worcester, Baker. March 5 at 3.30 at offices 
| of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 






Farrell, William John, Southport, Lancaster, Joiner. Feb 27 at 11 at 
offices of Twist, Chapel st, Southport. Buck and Dicksons, Southport 
Feran, John Patrick, Liverpool, Draper. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of 
Bradley and Steinforth, York buildings, Dale st, Liverpool 
Foster, John, sen, Gedling, Nottingham, Farmer. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Fos, John Andrew, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ship Broker. Feb 24 at 2 at 
George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull Cross, Hull 
Gibbon, Watson, Harrogate, York, Fishmonger, March 4 at 3 at offices 
of Hirst and Capes, James st, Harrogate 
t, William, West Bromwich, Accountant. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Girvan, Edward, Sunderland, Publican, Feb 27 at 12 at offices of 
» High st West, Sunderland 
Gladman, John, Richmond road, Staines, Builder. 
Cannon st Hotel. Elmslie, Leadenhall st 
Goddard, Johr, Reading, out of business. Feb 25 at 2 at offices of 
Williams, Altred place, Bedford square 
, Joseph, Kingsnorth, Kent, Grocer. March 6 at 3 at Saracen’s 
Head Hotel, Ashfurd. Hallett and Co, Ashford 
» Selig, Manch » Watchmaker. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of 
Sampson, South King st, Manchester . 
. Edward Robert, Leyton, Essex, Clerk. Feb 22 at 1 at 133 
High Holborn, Hope, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ll, William, Chester, Bootmaker. Feb 27 at % at offices of Oart+ 
6 t, Pepper st, Chester 
raumann, Emanuel, Blackman st, Borough, Importer of Fancy Goods. 
March 5 at’3 at offices of Goldberg aud Langdon, West st, Finsbury 


ohn, and John Picken, Sheffield, Bone Handle and Scale 
= 28 at 3 at olfices of Binns, Fig tree chambers, Fig tree 
















March 6 at 2 at 




















Gregory, J 
Cutters, 


lane 
Griffiths, George, Haughton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Feb 27 at 3 at 
cuneretante’ Hotel, Oi\dham st, Manchester. Drinkwater, Hyde 
ths, Thomas, Lianfihangel-y-Croyddin, Cardizan, Builder, Feb 25 
als 2 at offices of Roberts and Evans, Darkgate st, Aberystwith 
ny William, West Stretford, Lancaster, Commercial Traveller. Feb 
at 3 at offices of Hamoson, King st, Manchester 
; William Henry, Batley, Yurk, Insurance Agent. Feb 25 at 10 
















an offices of Wooler, Commercial st, Batley 





Harris, Charles, Cardiff, Butcher. Feb 28 at 3.30 at offices of Morgan 
and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Harris, Solcmon Ls Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dealer in Works of Art. 
Feb 26 at 2 at of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-uyon- 

Harrison, Henry. Cheetham, Manchester, Brickmaker. Feb 28 at 3 at 
Sa Games Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Duckworth, Man- 


chester 
Harters, William, York, Journeyman Joiner. Feb 27 at 12 at offices of 
McLaren, Castlegate, York 
Hartley, James, Birkdale, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb 27 at 3 at the 
Houghton Arms Hotel, Houghton st, Southport. Walton and 
Smith, Southport 
Hartley, John, Pemberton, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. Feb 26 at 3 at 
offices of Byrom and Bell, King st, Wigan 
Harwood, John Doggett, Burgate, Suffolk, Farmer. Mar 3 at 2 at the 
Bell Inn, Rickinghall Inferior. Gross 
Hathaway, Samuel Charles, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Feb 22 at 10.15 
at offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
Hesketh, William, Hulme, Manchester, Corn Salesman. Feb 28 at 11 
at offices of Preston, Clarence st, Albert sq, Manchester 
Hicks, Clement, Barton Hill, Bristol, Copper Smith. Mar 3 at 3 at 
0 ffices of Roper, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Ho!mden, Richard, Limpsfield, Surrey, Farmer. Mar 5 at 2 at offices 
of Young and Thompson, North End, Croydon 
Horsley, Robert, Ackworth, York, Greengrocer. Feb 27 at 3 at offices 
of Lodge, Wood st, Wakefield 
Howard, Francis, jun, Whitmore, Reans, Wolverhampton, Coal 
Dealer. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of Willeock, Queen’s chambers, North 
st, Wolverhampton 
Hum phreys, Thomas, Dover, Builder. Feb 28 at4 at the Royal Oak 
Hotel, Dover. Mowll, Dover 
Hutchinson, Henry Winship, Trimdon, Durham, Farmer. Feb 25 at 12 
at offices of Todd, Townhall, Hartiepool 
Jacobs, Joshua, Liverpool, out of business. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of 
Mordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Jenkins, William, Llandaff, Glamorgan, Publican. Feb 25 at 11 at 
offices of Morris and Son, High st, Curdiff 
Jenny, William, Birmingham, Piece Broker. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Johnson, John, Poolstock, Wigan, Saddler. Mar 1 at 11 at offices of 
Stuart, King st, Wigan 
Keeley, Thomas, Hurley, Berks, Fruiterer. Mar5 at 3 at offices of 
wson, High st, Great Marlow 
Kemp, Jonas, Ripley, Derby, Baker. Feb 26 at 3 at the Thorn Tree 
Hotel, R pley 
Kenyon, James Garsden, Wigan, Boot Top Maker. Feb 27 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Kippax, James, North Dean, nr Halifax, Coal Merchant. Feb 28 at4 
at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 
Lawson, Johr, Halifax, Ventilating Engineer. Feb 28 at 11 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Halifax. Emmet and Walker " 
Lazarus, Barnett, Southampton row, Holborn, Wholesale Picture 
Dealer. Mar 3at3 at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yard, Loth- 
bury. Webb, Austin Friars 
Lear, George, Soundwell, Bitton, Haulier. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
Campbell and Salmon, St Stephen’s court, Bristol! 
Lees, William Graham, Nottingham, Engineer. Feb 27 at 11 at the 
Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Martin 
Lesson, Anthony, Nottingham, Yarn Agent. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of 
Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham esd 
Lewis, John, Aberdare, Butcher. Feb 26 at 11 at offices of Phillips, 
Canon st, Aberdare = 
Ling, William, Mendlesham, Suffolk, Miller. Mar 7 at 11 at the Rcil- 
way Tavern, Stowupland, nr Stowmarket. Gudgeon 
Linney, Thomas, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Publican. Feb 28 at 11 at 
offices of Bland, Church st, Hinckley 
Lloyd, George, Terrace rd, South Hackney, Rope Manufacturer. Feb 
26 at 2 at offices of Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 
Loach, Thomas Joseph, Wolverhampton, out of business. Feb 27 at 3 
at offices of Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolver- 
hampton 
Lowe, James, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Feb 25 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Hindle, Over Dar- 
wen 
McMahon, John, Withington, Lancaster, Artist. Feb 27 at 3 at offices 
of Nuttall and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Macrae, Donald, Backchurch lane, Whitechapel, Surgeon. Mar 5 at 3 
at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry chambers. Keene and Mars- 
land, Mark lane 
Mallalieu, James, and Benjamin Hoginbottom Mallalieu, Rishwerth, 
York, Cotton Spinners. Feb 27 at 2 at offices of Jubb, Harrison rd, 
alifax 
Malpass, Dennis, Winterbourne, Gloucester, Haulier. Feb 26 at 2 at 
offices of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 
Mason, William Bottomley, and Heory Bottomley Mason, Eccleshill, 
York, Worsted Spinners. Feb 28 at 3 at offices ot Beverley, Hustler 
gate, Bradford 
McKenzie, Andrew, Aldershot, Tailor. Mar 1 at 12 at 2, Tanfield 
court, Inner Temple. Eve, Aldershot 
Meadon, Josiah, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Builde-. Feb 27 at 11 at offices 
of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme : 
Midgley, Joseph, Francis Bowes, and James Firth, Bradford, Machine 
Makers. Feb 24 at 11 at offices of Greaves and Taylor, Broad st, 
Cheapside, Bradford 
Millner, Thomas, West Bromwich, Timber Merchant. Feb 27 at 11 at 
the Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. peare, Old- 
ba 
tenet John Thomas, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Grocer. Feb 25 
at 10 at offices of Floud, Castle st, Exeter 
, William, Topsham, Devon, Baker. Feb 25 at 1 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Floud 
Musgreave, Joseph, Barnsley, Shopkeeper. Mar 3 at 2 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Barnsley. Tyas and Co, Barnsley 
Natali, Andrew Isaic, St Mary Axe, Importer of Fancy Goods. Feb 
28 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Soloman 
Oc ck, Charles, Dulverton, Somerset, Chemist. Feb 26 at 2 at the 
Lamb Inn, Duiverton. Warren 
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Parish, Thomas Frederick, Aldershot, Hants, Bootmaker. Mar 3 at 2 
at offices of Redhead, ‘k lane 

Parslow, Thomas, Markyate st, Hertford, Brewer. Feb 22 at 12 at the 
Magistrates’ Clerk’s office, Higa st, North Dunstable. Middleton, 
North Dunstabdie 

Patch, Albert, Norton Saint Philip, Somerset, Brewer, Feb 27 at 4 
at Christopher Hotel. Bath. Dunn and Payne, Frome 

Patrick, William Jackson, Lincoln, Boatbuilder. Feb 26 at 11 at 
offices of Page, jun, Fiaxengate, Lincoln 

Payne, Edward, Waterloo rd, Lambeth, Coffee-shop Keeper. Mar 1 at 
4 at offices of Goatly, Westminster Bridge rd 

Phillips, William, Redhill, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, London Bridge Railway approach, Southwark 

Pickett, Henry, Wroughton, Wilts, Dairyman. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Foreman, Bath rd, Swindon 

Pie, Henry, Paradise row, Bethnal Green, Boot and Shoe Manufac- 
turer. Feb 22 at 1 at offices of Medcalf, King st, Cheapside 

Pilkington, James, Bolton, Lancaster, Tripe 
Swan Hotel, Bradshawgate, Bolton. Taylor, Bolton 

Potter, Thomas, Darlingscott, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 25 at 3 at 
feo Horse Hotel, Shipston-on-Stour. Kilby and Mace, Chipping 

orton 

Pursell, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Chemical Broker. Mar 3 at J1 
at offices of Ingledew and Daggeit, Dean st, cage sang 2h 

Rathbone, John, and Alfred Dutton, Runcorn. Chester, Sailmakers. 
Feb 26 at 11 at offices of Harrison, Upper Bank st, Warrington 

Reed, George Ogle, Cardiff, ont of business. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st. Cardiff 

Richmond, George, Leeds, Milliner and Draper. Feb 27 at 3 at offices 
of Whiteley, Albion st, Leeds 

Roberts, Frederick Alfred, Keighley, York, Stuff Manufacturer’s Sales- 
~ Feb 24 at 11 at offices of Lees, sen, and Wilson, New Ivegate, 

radford 

Roots, Frederick Richard, River ter, King’s Cross, Potato Salesman. 
Feb 27 at 12 at offices of Sharpe, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. 
Tarrant and Mackrell, Bond ct, Walbrook 

Rowlands, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Feb 26 at 3 
at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sandover, Andrew Wotton, Ermington, Devon, Shopkeeper. Mar 3 
at 1 at offices of Tucker, Frankfort-st, Plymouth 

Saunders, Edwin, Norland rd,. Notting hill, Grocer. Feb 24 at 2 at 
ott'ces of Morphe:t and Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Terry, King st 

Sewell, Nathaniel, Winchcombe, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar 4 atl at 
Queen’s Hotel, Cheltsnham. Mallam, Oxford 

Siebert, William st, Leman st, Baker. Feb 10 at il at offices of 
Russel, Coleman st 

Skidmore, Richard, and James Skidmore, Buxton, Derby, Fating house 
Keepers. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Meggison, Terrace rd, Buxton 

Slater, Thomas Lee, Bradford, General Carrier. Feb 28 at 3 at offices 
of Tunnicliffe, Bank st, Bradford 

Sluggett, Daniel Rundle, Shebbear, Devon, out of business, Feb 25 at 
3 at offices of Floud, Castle st, Exeter 

Smith, William Henry, Birkenhead, Master Mariner. Mar 1 at 1 at 
offices of Hannan and h, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Spink, George, Holbeck, York, Butcher. Mar 1 at 11 at offices of 
Tempest and Hewson, Albion st, Leeds 


Stephens, John, Fowey, Cornwall, Shipwright, Feb 24 at 1.30 at 
Ship Inn, Fowey. Wallis, Bodmin 
Stout, Alfred Kiog, Mumps, Oldham, Draper. Feb 28 at 3 at Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Ponsonby and Carlile, Oldham 
Strong, William, Coventry, Liceused Victualler. Feb27 at 11 at offices 
Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 
Sykes, John, Slaithwaite, York, Brickmaker. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of 
Fisher, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Taylor, Charles, Crewkerne, Somerset, Grocer. Feb 26 at 1 at the 
aracen’s Head Hotel, Temple Gate, Bristol. Watts, Yeovil 
Taylor, William Charles, Leicester, Provision Dealer. Mar 3 at 3 at 
offices of Brutton, Chancery st, Leicester 
Taylor, George, Brighton, Fishmonger, Feb 27 at 2 at offices of Good- 
man, North st, Brighton 
Taylor, William, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Barge Builder. Feb 20 at 12 at 
offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
Thomas, Rees, Pantysaerg, Carmarthen, Cattle Dealer. Feb 28 at 11 
at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Thomas, William Ramsay, Shirley, Southampton, Gentleman, Feb 25 
at 11 at offices of Perkins and Candy, Albion ter, Southampton 
Thornton, Robert, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Greengrocer, Feb 24 
at 12 at offices of Blakeway, Deansgate, Manchester 
Todd, William, Middlesborongh, Butcher. Feb 25 at 11 at offices of 
Rokson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 
Turner, Frank, Northowram, Halifax, Joiner. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of 
Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 
Tyte, Louisa, Braunton, Devon, Chemist. Feb 22 at 2 at officas of 
Bencraft, Bridge chambers, Barnstaple 
Uphill, James Henry, Freemantle, Southampton, Mercantile Clerk. 
Feb 24 at 12 at offices of Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 
Venus, Richard Wanless, Stockton-on-Tees, Greengrocer. Feb 27 at 3 
at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Vicury, William Tom, Barton Hill, Bristol, Hay and Corn Dealer. Feb 
28 at 2 at offices of Hobbs, Clare st, Bristol 
Waddingham, Nathaniel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ship Broker. Feb 25 
at 3 at offices of Jackson, Imperial chambers, Bowlalley lane, King- 
ston-upen-Hull 
Wade, William, Milnsbridge, York, Innkeeper. Feb 26 at 11 at offices 
of Drake, Imperia: arcade, Huddersfield 
Walpole, Eliza, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 
Ward, Patrick, Powanatecmen Syne, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 26 at 
1} at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Warburst, Samuel, Harpurhey, Manchester, Builder. March 3 at 3 
= os Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Duckworth, Man- 
chester 
Warren, William Clarke, Bath, Draper. Feb28 at 12 at 145, Cheap- 
side, London. Simmons and Co, Bath 
Watson, Thomas, East » York, Grocer. Feb 28 at 12 at the 


King’s Head Hotel, Richmond. Jefferson, Northallerton 
» Hannah, Liverpool, Outfitter. March 3 at 2 at offices of 


"Say 


Dealer, Mar 3 at 3 at: 


Feb. 22, 1819, 
lington, Boot and Shoe 


——Ss “ 
Wigfield, Benjamin, Dar’ Maker, 
offices of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington Fed 27 atSqy, 


Williams, Francis, St Asaph, .Flint, Builder. Feb 27 : 
Queen Hotel, Chester. Pawards and Watson, Denbigh 12 at the. 

Williams, Henry, Broughton, Lancaster, Joiner. Feb 26 at Sat the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Marlow, Manchester 

Willshire, George, Abergavenny, Builder. Feb 56 at 11 at Oflees of: 
Hodgens, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Wilson, Bernard George, Birmingham, Solicitor. Feb 25 at rT] 
offices of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham a 

Wort, Alfred, Farnham, Surrey, Travelling Draper. Feb 24 at ing 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st i 

Wright, David Henry, Copenhagen st, Islington, Oilman. Feb 27 ate, 
at offices of Phillips, Mark lane 


Tuespay, Feb 18, 1879, 

Alexander, James, Shirley, Southampton, Plumber. Mar 4 at 9 at 
offices of Watts, High st, Southam pton 

Amerson, John William, Birmingham, Corn Merchant. Mar 3 at? a 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Ancrum, George Henry, Totterdown, Somerset, Accoantant, Mar | gt 
1 at offices of Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Angell, Robert, Southtown, Suffolk, Beerhouse keeper. Mar 10 gt 
12.30 at offices of Dowsett, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yarmonth 

Apperly, Edward, Dowdeswell, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar6 at 11 a 
the Ram Hotel, Gloucester. Witchell 

Appleton, Elisa, Harrow rd, Queen’s Park estate, Cabinet Maker 
Feb 27 at 2 at offices of Emdin, Coleman st. Edwards, Chancery 


lane 
Armstrong, William Henry, Benningtoa, Hertford, Baker. Mar6at 
Mar $at2. 


2 at the Salisbury Arms Hotel, Hertford. Timer, Hitchin 
Aspinall, Henry Kelsall Hafod Alyn, nr Wrexham, Gent. 

at — of Harmood and Co, North John st, Liverpool. Laces and 
Co, Live: 


rpool 
Atkinson, Thomas, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Wholesale Ironmonger, 


Mor 3 at 3 at the Great Northera Hotel, London, Ward, Middiew 

oroug! 

Bacon, John, Robert st, Chelsea, Gasfitter, Feb 26 at 11 at offices of 
Hope, Euston rd 


Batley, Robert, Boston, Lincoln, Miller. 
Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 

Barker, Benjamin James, and George Harley Robertson, Whickham, 
Darham. Mar 5at3 at offices of Warlow, Collingwood st, New. 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Baron, Jchn, Ulverston, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Feb 26 atl at 
the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Pearson, Ulverston 

Bate, George Cowap, Liverpool, Cart Owner. Feb 28 at 2 at offices of 
Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 

Beaver, Eugene Bibergeil, Birmingham, General Merchant. Mur 4at 
12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham. Saunders 
and Co, Birmingham ; 

Bentley, Samuel, Nottingham, Clothier. Mar 3 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Bentoto, Joseph, Arlington rd, Brixton, Auctioneer. Feb 24 at 3 at 
offices of Bradford and Harey Old Broad st 

Bevan, John James, Walton st, Chelsea, Builder. Mar4at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Rodgers and Clarkson 

Biakeman, James, and Edwin Jagger, Charles st, Soho, Printers. 
Mar 14 at 3 at offices of Wells, Paternoster row 

Boyd, William, Manchester, Grocer. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of Sampson, 
South King st, Manchester 

Bradford, Edwin, Wimbledon, Surrey, Plumber. Mar 4 at 12 at offices 
of Allcock, Ladbroke Grove. rd, Notting hill. Wnght 


Feb 27 at 12 at offces of 


Bray, John, Shirwell, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Mar 4 at 11,30 at 
offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Broadberry, Charles, Retford, Nottingham, Tinner. Muir 4 at 2 at 


offices of Marshall, Chapel gate, East Retford 
Brook, Frank, Torquay, Devon, Cirver aud Gilder. Feb @% at 4 at 
offices of Lirdop, Fleet st, Torquay 
Burke, William Edqard, High Felling, Durham, Boot Dealer. Feb 2 
at 11 at 4, New st, Leicester. Staniord, Newcastle-upon-T yne 
Butler, William, Whitchurch, Southampton, Corn Merchant. Feb 27 
at 12 at the Star Hotel, Audover. Pain and Clarke, Whitchurch 
Carwardine, Cephas, South Norwood, Sarrey, Wharfinger’s Clerk. 
Mar 3 at 2 at offices of Hill, Mincing lane 
Cheshire, Zechariah, Boston, Lincoln, Bailder. Feb 28 at 11 at offices 


of Rice and Co, Main Ridge, Boston 

Clegg, Christopher Postlethwaite, Dewsbury, York, Blacksmith. Mar 
1 at 11! at offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Clough, William, Kingston-upon-Hul', Bailder. Feb 23 at 3 at offices 


of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Laverack, Hull 

Cohen, Joseph Philip, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Mar 10 at 3 at offices 
of Mackay and Co, Lothbury. Gregson, Ange! ct, Throgmorton st 

Cowland, Richard Bawtree, Lower Norwood, surrey, Builder. Mar6 
at 2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Wou'fe 

Craven, George, Newark-npon-Trent, Nottingham, Baker. Mar 6 at 
Lag - Saracen’s Head Hotel, Newark-upon-Trent. Cockayne, | 

ingham 

Croston, Helena, Hanley, Stafford, Milliner. Feb 28 at 12 at offices of 
Paddock and Son, Old Hall st, Hanley 

Crozhur, Wehre, Birmingham, Boot Maker. Mar 5at2 at offices of 
Laun ay 8 and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham. Ryland and Co, Bir- 
ming 

Cruse, John, Bideford, Devon, Butcher, Mar 10 at 12 atoffices of Hole 

and Peard, Willett st, Bideford 





Dawe, Joseph, W » pton, Builder. Mar 4 at 3.30 at 
offices of Watts, High st, Southampton 
Denyer, John, Lowe, Norwood, Surrey, Plumber. Feb 23 at 3 at 


offices of Finch, Bridge chambers, Borough High st 


Dobbing, George, Sunderland, Tobbaconist. Feo 28 at 10 at offices of 
St igh st West, Sunderland . 
Donner, John, Wrangle, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar! at 12 at offices of 
nm and Co, Wide Bargate, Boston 
Draycott, Edward, 1, Fruiterer. Mar 3at 2,30 at offices of 
Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leices 


ter 
Eames, James, Stanb Bedford, Straw Plait Dealer, Feb 27 at 12 
* bed Gugae Loaf Hotel, High st North, Dunstable. Middletoa,, 
uns 





and Jackson, South John st, Liverpool. Gregory, Liverpool 





am, 
lew. 
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“Squire Holifax, Painter. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of Wals- 
‘st chambers, Halifax 
p, crown Merioneth, Grocer. Feb 28 at 2 at offices 


pe Blist'sons, Pier st, Aberystwyth Aalst ds 
gston-upon-Hull, Grocer. 28 at 2 atjoffices of 
Cement, eg Kingeton-U n-Hall P 
bez Henry, Swindon, Wilts, Builder. Marl at 4 at the 
é deaiway Hotel, New Swindon. Jackson 
John James, and Hans Zollinger, Mark lane, Coffee Mer- 
"var 5 at 2 atoftices of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 
North Woolwich, Kent, Batcher. Mar 4 at 4 at 


Cl storia st, Westminster, Managing Director of a 
ie Company. Feb 28 at 2 at offices of Price and Co, Gresham st. 


o iliam "Tilstook, Salop, Cattle Dealer. Mar 3 at 11 at 
MY etches, Green End st, Whitcburch 
1, James, Thomsett, Derby, Farmer. Fob %8 at 3 at offices of 
a rth, St Peter’s gate, Stockport 
aa oe Gorn Feb 26 at 12 at 


rge’s, Gloucester, Beer Retailer. 

Jp cad Langworthy, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 
en Charles, Aston Magna, Worcester, Innkeeper. Mar 6 a1 3.30 
se White Hart Hotel, Moreton-in-Marsi. Griffiths, Chipping 


va Gustavus, sen, Wolverhampton, Tin Worker. Mar 3 at 3 at 
ofDallow, Queen *q, Wolverhampton 
“pan, Joseph, Sale, Cheshire, Cab Proprietor. Mar 6 at 3 at offices 
fomer and Co, Clarence st, Manchester 
or, Joseph, Ilminster, Somerset, Builder, 
Pua, Court Barton, Ilminster : 
is, Salmon Myer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dealer in Works of Art. 
feb 26 at 2 at the Inns of Court, Holborn, Middlesex, (in lieu of the 


orginally named 
” 4 = Boot Manufacturer. Feb 28 atll at 
Mar 4 at 


Mar 5at 11 at offices 


oag of Hornblower and Hadley, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
ee Hind, Mexborough, York, Confectioner. 
‘at offices of Burdekin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield 

don, Joseph Yellowley, (and not John Yellowley Hawdon, as 
eviously stated) , Scarborough, York, Timber Merchant. Mar 3 at 
jatofices of Frankish and Kingsdon, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon- 


nh, and William Heron, Egremcnt. Cumberland, Engineers. 
Jar 3 at 11 at offices of Brown, Scotch st, Whitehaven 
jan, Jobn, Preston, L hiré, Upholsterer, Mar 3 at 3 at offices 
Forshaw and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 

orth, Arthur, Bradford, York, General Dealer. Feb 26 at 3 at 


ices of Wright, Darley st, Bradford 
John, Barnet, Hertford, Ironmonger, Feb 25 at 3 at the Inns 
Mar 5 at 12 at 





Court Hotel, Holorrn. Boyes, Barnet 

riord, Thomas, Chaffeombe, Somerset, Farmer. 
‘dices of Paull, Ilminster 

Henry Josiah, Swansea, Draper. 
ine, Fisher st, Swansea 
et, James, Bournemonth, Southampton, Builder. 
(ices of Travers, King st, Poole 
war, Joseph, Ossett, York, Mungo Manufacturer. 
ie Royal Hotel, Dewsbury. Stringer 
mon, Benjamin, jun, Carthusian st, Ostrich Feather Manufacturer. 
Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Curtis, Old 
Jewry chambers 
Joseph, Stockoort, Cheshire, Builder, Mar 3 at 3 at offices of 
(oppock and Co, Vernon st, Stockport 
), Thomas Greenwood, and James Jubb, Hunslet, Leeds, Machine 
‘tol Makers, Mar 3 at 3 at offices of Clarke and Son, Bank st, Leeds 
ick, John, Waldron, Sussex, Farmer. Mar 3 at 3 at the Terminus 
Hotel, Hailsham. Langham, Uckfield 
n, John, Commercial rd, Dealer in China. Feb 28 at 4 at offices 
, King William st 

ty, William, Nottingham, Printer. Mar 4 at 11 at offices of Steven- 
i, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

ovies, James, Accrington, Agent. Feb 28 at 3 at the Railway Hotel, 
Hsckburn rd, Acerington. Holland, Blackburn 

"» James William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stonemason. Mar 3 at 
ee Walker and Spink, Parliament ist, Kingston-upon- 


Feb 27 at 3 at offi ces of Glasco- 
Feb 28 at 3 at 


Mar 4 at 12 at 


tt, William, Oldbury, Worcester, Engineer. Mar 4 at 11 at offices 
‘forrest, Church st, Oldbury 

liga, James, and Benjamin Heginbottom Mallalieu, B ishworth, 
Tet, Catton Spinners, Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Jubb, Harrison rd, 


b, Thomas, Manchester, Grocer. Mar 5 
Mutket st, Manchester 
on, Caroline, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Mar 6 at 11 at 
cee of » Queen st, Wolverhampton 
oe William Frederick, and Thomas Muyo, Birmingham, Bedding 
auutacturers, Mar 3 at 11 at the Grand Hotel, Colmore row, Bir- 
Parr, Birmingham 
Randall, Eadon, Stafford, Parian Manufacturer. Feb 
at offices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 
ye Edward, Bull Plain, Hertford, Hay Dealer. Mar 5 at 12 at 
offices of ay ag be Bowers, Fore * ogee § ons 
=e » East Allington, Devon, Farmer. Mar 3 at 12 at 
: “yr Stars Hotel, Totnes. Pearse, Plymouth 
» soho, Preston, Corn Dealer. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Blackhurst, 


at 3 at offices of Hogg, 


fixst, 


F eenaay argearon, Cardigan, Innkeeper. Mar 4 at 12 at offices 


iy Hoary Andrew, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smackowner. Mar 6 at 3 
of Diver, King st, Gt Yarmouth 


wwhrna Hammersmith rd, Upholsterer. Mar3 at 2 at 145, 
’ » Bedford row 

rn Christian ny Coventry, Watchmaker. Mar 3 at 12 at 

elas, otel, Smithford st, Coventry. Minster, Coventry 

foes of Chepstow, Mon, Coal Merchant. Mar4 at ll at 

mae ee, Dock st, ae s : 

» wiozete. ford, Solicitor, Feb 26 at12 at 

ison, Biggleswade 





Nicklin, Joseph, Barrow-in-Furness, Draper. Feb 26 at 11 at the 
Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Jackson, Ulver- 
ston 

Oatley, John, Melksham, Wilts, Smith. Mar 4 at 11 at the Townhall 
Melksham, Smith, Melksham 

Osborn, John, Tottington, Norfolk, Farmer. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of 
Grigson and Robinson, Watton 

Outhwaite, William, Darlington, Builder, Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Owen, William, Treorky, Glamorgan, Tailor. Mar 4 at 12 at offices of 
Roszer, High st, Pontypridd 

Palk, James, Ashprington, Devon, Miller. Mar 1 at 4 at the Castle 
Inn, High st, Totnes. Kellock, Totnes 

Palmer, James, and Harry Alfred Palmer, Birmingham. Coal Dealers. 
Mar 3 at 3 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Parton, William Robert, Stone, Kent, Farmer. Feb 28 atl atthe 
Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Farlow and Jackson, St Benet place, 
Gracechurch st} 

Pendlebury, Catherine, Southport, Grocer. 
Taylor and Sons, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Peters, Henry, Hove, Carpenter. Mar 8 at 12 at offices of Maynard,. 
North st, Brighton 

Petford, George, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, out of business. 
12 at offices of Robinson and Son, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Petford, George Arthur, Birmingham, Wheelwright. Feb 28 at 11 at 
offices of Robinson and Son, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Petford, William Henry, Birmingham, Pawnbroker. Feb 28 at3 at 

Feb 26 


Mar 10 at 3 at offices of 


Mar 3 at 


offices of Robinson and Son, Newhail st, Birmingham 
Pitt, Henry Mader, Mervan rd, Brixton, Theatrical Manager. 
at 2 at offices of Mackreth, Moorgate st 
Porter, Henry, Leicester, Horse Dealer. Mar 3 at 12 at officas of 
Fowler and Warwick, Grey Friars chambe:s, Leicester 
Powell, Eyre John, New Shildon, Durham, Innkeeper. 
offices of Maw, jun, Bishop Auckland 
Powis, Robert, and John Groom, Bilston, Galvanizers, 
offices of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Price, Edwin, Swansea, Oil Merchant. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Harvey, 
Fisher st, Swansea. Dighton, Mitcheldean 
Rawsthorne, Gaorge Charles, Dewsbury, Draper. Mar 1 at 11 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Market pl, Dewsbury. Walker and Sons 
Reed, Thomas Anthony, Stockton-on-Tees, Coal Merchant. Mar 4 atl 
at the Ship Inn, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Tilley, Sunderland 
Rees, Mary Ann, Lincoln, Fruiterer. Mar 5 at 11 at offices of Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Roberts, Frederick, Workiop, Nottingham, Tailor. Mar 3 at 2.30 at 
offices of Coulson, Bridge st, Workso p : 
Roberts, William, Penygroes, Carnarvon, Quarryman. Mar 4 at 1 at 
the Stae’s Head Inn, Pennygrces. Breese and Co, Pwilheli 
Russell, Charles, North Shields, Agent. Mar 10 at 3 at offices of Oliver 
and Co, Baltic chambers, Quay side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Ryan, Walter James, Imperial arcads, Ludgate hill, Vendor of Hard- 
ware, Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Young and Thompson, Great James st, 
Bedford row 
Schofield, Enoch, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Nottingham, Pork Butcher. 
Mar 7 at 11 at offices of Marshall, Chapel gate, East Retford 
Scott, John Hill, Croydon, Brewer’s Maniger. Mar | at 10 at the 
Greyhound Hotel, Croydon. Cotton, St Martin’s-le-Grand 
Sharp, John, Clapham rd, Warehouseman. Feb 28 at 3 at the Guild. 
hali Tavern, Gresham st. Hayward, King st 
She: burn, Fred, Goole, Draper. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of Pease, Banks 
terrace, Goole. Hind, Goole 
Siebert, William, Leman st, Whitechapel, Baker. Feb 27 at il at 
offices of Russel, Coleman st 
Simpson, Thomas, Bedale, York, Grocer. Mar 3 at 2 at the Golden 
Lion Hotel, Northallerton. Milburn, Crook 
Smith, John, Beeston, York, Grocer. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Pallan, 
Bond st, Leeds 
Smith, Richard, Chorlton, Cheshire, Wheelwright. Mar 4 at l2at 
offices of Churton, Eastgate buildings, Chester 
Smith, William, Leeds, Dyer. Mar 4 at 2 at offices of Butlerand 
Middlebrook, Park sq, Leeds 
Smith, William Russell, Blackwell, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 28 at 12 
at the White Horse Hotel, Shipston-on-Stour. Griffiths, Chipping 
Campden 
Stable, Henry, Gibson sq, Islington, Agent for the Sale of Bookbinders 
Materials. Mar 7 at 3 at offices of Chappell and Co, Golden sq 
Statham, Charles, Sudbury, Middlesex, Brickmaker. Mar 4 at 2 at 
Offices of Stacpoole and Son, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 
Steiner, Leon, and Alexander Stoessiger, Hatton garden, Wholesale 
Watch Importers. Mar 10 at 1! at officesof Fleet, Hatton garden 
Stephens, James, Niton, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Feb 28 at3 at 
Warburton’s Hotel, Quay st, Newport. Hooper, Newport 
Stephens, Thomas, Hereford, Painter. Mar 4 at 10.30 at offices of 
Garrold, Widemarsh st, Hereford 
Sturgess, Frederick Thomas, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Feb 23 at 
12 at offices of Daly, Guildhall chambers, Upper Market, Norwich 
Taylor, Herbert John, Richmond, no occupation. Mar 6 at 2 at offices 
of Vale, Hill’s place, Oxford st. Winkworth, Oxford st 
Temple, John Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Licensed Victualler. Mar 
3 at 12 at offices of Shackles and Son, Land of Green Ginger, Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull 
Tennant, Edward, Little Dawley, Salop, Licensed Victualler, Mar 4 st 
2. the Raven Inn, Walker st, Wellington. Phillips and Co, 
o 
Thomas, Daniel, Clyngarw, Carmarthen, Farmer. Mar | at 2 at the 
County Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lampeter 
Thomas, Samuel James, Redditch, Worcester, Palm Maker. Mar 3 at 
11 at offices of Walford, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Thompson, John Rishton, Kearsley, nr Manchester, Rope Maker, = Feb 
27 at 3 at offices of Robinson, Townhall sq, Bolton 
Thorne, Jacob, Northmolton, Devon, Farmer. Mar 3 at 1! at offices of 
Riccard and Son, Churchyard, Southmolton 
Thurgood, Samuel Frederich, Brighton, Grocer. Mar7 at 3.30 at 
offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. Nye, Brighton 
Trimnell, William (and not Frithnell, as erroneonsly printed in the 
Gazette of the | 1th inst.), Cardiff, Oil Dealer. Feb 27 at 4 at offices 
: —— and Co, The Exchange, Bristol. Morgan and Scott, 


Mar 3 at 3 at 
Mar 1 at 11 at 
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“Yyis, Thomas, Manchester, Wholesale Fruiterer, Mar 6 at 3 at the 

Falstaff Hotel, Market pl, Manchester. Tremewen, Manchester 

‘Wageman, Deborah Elizabeth, Avenue rd, Regent’s pk, School Pro- 
prietress. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Tattam, Bishopsgate st 

Waite, William Edwast, Tunbridge Wells, Pork Butcher. Feb 28 at 2 
at offices of Pearless and Beeching, Tunbridge Wells 

‘Walkden, Thomas, Sheffield, Poulterer. Mar 3 at 1 at the White Hart 
Hote), Gainsborough. Bescoby, East Retford 

Walford, Henry, Tipton, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 23 at 3 at offices of 
Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

‘Walker, Frederick, Upper Parkstone, Poole, Gent. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of Aldridge ard Aldridge, King st, Poole 

Walker, John, White Lee, York, Shoddy Merchant. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 

Walker, Stephen Atkinson, and James Gibson, Shipley, York, Ale Mer- 
chants. Mar 1 at 11 at offices of Wright, Darley st, Bradford 

Walmsley, George William, Barnsley, Provision Dealer. Mar 4 at 12 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Regent st, Barnsley. - Dibb and Co, Barnsley 

Waterfield, John, Tipton, Coal Dealer. Feb 28 at‘l1 at offices of Travis, 
Church lane, Tipton 

Watkinson, William, and Phineas Berry Tillotson, Ilkley, York, 
Masons. Feb 28 at 3 at the Law Institution, Albion pl, Leeds, 
Fawcett 

Weekes, Samuel Toope, Russell gardens, Kensington, Builder. Mar 11 
at 2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Woulfe, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Whitelegg, William, Manchester, Undertaker. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 

Whiting, Stanley Garner, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. 
offices of Barrell and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Williamson, George, and Frank Evans, Liverpool, Hide Factors. 
8 at 2 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. Tyrer and Co, Liverpool 

Willoughby, George Pentith, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cabinet Maker. 
Feb 28 at 3 at the George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. King, Hull 

‘Word, George, Trull, Somerset, Cordwainer. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
Pinchard and Son, Paul st, Taxnton 

Woodcock, William, Forest hill, Kent, Carman, 
of Perry, Guildhall chambers, Basingha!! st 

Woodward, Thomas William, Birmingham, Coat Dealer. 
offices of Davies, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Wright, Richard Collett, jun, Birmingham, Land Agent. Feb 28 at 11 
at offices of Burn and Co, Temple st, Birmingham 

Wright, Walter, Ford, Somerset, Yeoman. Mar 3 at 11 at the Mildon’s 
Half Moon Inn, Wellingten. Davie, Wellington 

Yates, Joseph, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Licensed Victualler. Mar 3 at 3 at 
offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 


Mar 5 at 3 at 
Mar 


Mar 6 at 2 at offices 
Mar 3 at3 at 





NDIA.—MANAGING CLERKSHIp 
CITORS.—A Vacancy occurs for a SOLICITOR 4 
Management in a firm having a large General Business in tna 
didates must have had experience in contentious > 
lee and Ceneery) ans General Practice, and be capable of 
—Apply, with particulars as to experience, &c., to 
& Co., Stationers, 37, Chancery-lane, i dace 


FIRM of SOLICITORS in the oo 

whom are Public Schoolmen and one a Graduate ars, 
with a good general practice, have a VACANOY for an Akn 
CLERK. Premium £315, — Apply, in first instance, atl 
addressed to G. S., at Messrs. Waterlow, Brothers, & Lagtoty 
Stationers, Birchin-lane, London, E.C, . 


WANTED, by a GENTLEMAN (midis 

Situation as CONVEYANCING CLERK. Unexe 
references. Country not objected to.—Address, J. C,, 
Turner, 52, Coleman-street, E.C. 


W ANTED, by a Young SOLICITOR 
admitted), a MANAGING CLERKSGIP in London, 
the Manag tof the © Law Department ins 
H. R&. B., 35, Warrington-crescent, W. 
AW.—Wanted Re-engagement as GENP 
CLERK, competent to manage Chancery and Commop4, 
slight supervision, Seventeen years’ experience in London, 
Good references, Married. Salary moderate.—F., 67, He 
ings, Kennington-road, 


AW.—Wanted, a CLERK, thoroughly eq 
to Manage, under supervision, the various branches (othe 
Conveyancing) of a large General Practices. Age 30 to 40, as 
admitted.—Apply to Messrs. Earnie & Co., Solicitors, tal 


[ AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Axszer 87, 
4 (M.A.Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPréiin 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either’ privately, or in 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11. Staple-inn, 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparation fer 
liminary, Intermediate, Final Solicitors’— ' 
Arts and Law Degrees—either by class, private lesson, or 
ence.—H. J. Bowen, 4, Stone-bui'dings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0, 
































SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c.; and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ibited. 
In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


G. H. JONES, 

SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE PER MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND. REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94,°,CHANCERY LANE, ILONDON. 





MR. 








Published this day. Fourteenth Edition, royal 12mo, price 
OSCOE’S NISI PRIUS.—A Digest of the 
of Evidence on the Trial of Actions at Nisi Prius, Fo 
Edition. By JOHN DAY, one of Her Majesty’s Couns 
MAURICE POWELL, Barrister-at-Law. . 
« The work itself has long ago won a position altogether 
in the hands of its present editors there is no fear that 
will be lost.”— Law Journal.” 
Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane; H. Sweet, 3, Chan 
Maxwett & Son, 29, Fleet-street, Law Publishers, 





Just published, Seventh Edition, royal 8¥o, ans £14 


EWIN’S (THOS.) LAW of TRUSTS.—A Pr 
Treatise on the Law of Trusts. Seventh Edition. By 
LEWIN, late Fellow of Caius College, Cambridge, of 
Barrister-at-Law. 
London : W. Maxwett & Son, 29, Flect-street. 


THE ENGLISH CODE OF LAWS. 
In a thick volame, feap. 8vo, price 9s., cloth, 
rI\HE CABINET LAWYER;; a Popular 
the Laws of England, Civil, Criminal, and Constit 
tended for Practical Use and Genera! Information, and ad 
Reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices 
Members of Parliament, and Country Gentlemen. 1 
tion. With the Legislation of 1874 to 1878 incorporated. : 
London: Lonemans & Co. : 


EVISON & BRIDGE, 
22, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDO# 
Law Stationers, 
Printers, and Publishers of 


Forms, 
Have all the new Forms required by the Judicature 
ALSO A GREAT VARIETY OF 
BANKRUPTCY, PROBATE, 

CONVEYANCING, GENERAL , 
Where 100 copies of any form ordered, the solicitor’s he 

&c., inserted without extra charge, : 
Statements, Affidavits, &c., printed in correct style with exp 
and accuracy. . 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITE! 


SOLICITORS. 
STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL? 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjared by § 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do mos 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corrome®® 
The exieting Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose thell 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, ‘This new! 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beaaty, The colour of ti 4 
not by use upon parchment, and is consequenuy 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., 3s. ; and Imperial 
40 ounces at 6s. each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and s,eadle 

















